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Che Solicitors’ Journal. 


LONDON, APRIL 28, 1866. 
> — 


THE LEGAL STRENGTH of the House of Commons has 
not been impaired (numerically at least) by the loss of 
his seat by Mr. Forsyth, Q.C. His successor is also a 
member of the Bar. 

The election for Cambridge took place on Tuesday last, 
and at six o’clock the Mayor, as returning officer, declared 
the numbers to be:— 








Mr. Gorst . 774 
Col. Torrens 755 
Majority. ..... 19 





A REPORT PREVAILED in Exeter last Tuesday that the 
decision of the Cambridge Election Committee imperilled 
the seat of Mr. Coleridge for Exeter, it being understood 
that the learned member occupied at the time of his 
election an office of profit under the Crown; this elicited 
a letter from Sir J. T. Coleridge, contradicting the state- 
ment that his son held any such office. 





ON THE AFTERNOON of Friday, 20th inst., at the usual, 
weekly meeting of the committee, of which he was a 
member, at St. George’s Hospital, Sir Frederick Roe 
Bart., late chief magistrate at Bow-street Police Court, 
died suddenly. We have not heard what is supposed to 
have been the cause of the learned gentleman’s death. 
The deceased baronet was born in 1789, and was 
youngest son of William Roe, chairman of the Board of 
Customs. He was educated at Christ Church, Oxford, 
where he graduated in 1810. He was called to the bar 
in 1816, by the Hon. Society of Lincoln’s-inn, and was 
appointed police magistrate at Marlborough-street, in 
1822, and in 1832 was appointed Chief Magistrate at 
Bow-street, on which occasion he was knighted. He held 
that appointment for seven years, when he resigned on a 
pension, and in 1836 he was further honoured by being 
created a baronet of the Uuited Kingdom. 





WE REGRET TO ANNOUNCE the sudden death of Charles 
Bailey, Esq., town clerk of Winchester, which occurred 
on Tuesday. Mr. Bailey had been engaged, as usual, in 
the office of the local board during the morning, and 
transacted business with the mayor shortly before twelve 
o'clock, He was still in the office when he, just after 
that hour, was seized with a fit, which at once prostrated 
him, The deceased gentleman had held the office of town 
clerk for about thirty-four years. 

THE DEATH OF JUDGE HARGREAVE, which followed 
80 fast on the delusive hopes of his improvement, has 
called forth becoming marks of respect and regret from 
the Bench and the Bar in Ireland. Upon the intelligence 
of his death at Bray on Monday reaching the Four Courts, 
the Right Hon. A. Brewster, Q.C., as the senior member of 
the Bar present, addressed the Lord Chancellor, expressing 
the sense of the profession of the loss sustained by the 
death of the eminent lawyer who had filled his onerous 
Coane Ge eefentinn ad fhe peetenien, His Lordship at 





once adjourned his ‘Court. A similar eames took 
place in the Probate Court, and Judge Keating post- 
poned the further hearing of the case on which the 
Court was engaged until the following morning. The 
Landed Estates Court stands adjourned till Monday. 

Already rumour is busy as to the probability of a suc- 
cessor being appointed, and, if so, upon whom the choice 
of the Government will fall. But, until it is known 
what the result of the debate on the Reform Bill will be, 
it would be premature to speculate on the question.* 





ASSIGNMENT OF RIGHTS OF SUIT IN EQUITY. 
In classical antiquity, as well as in the early history 
of our own country, the right of calling another into 
judgment seems always to have been one in the exercise 
of which the state or public could never be considered as 
unconcerned. Inasmuch as the aggregate force of society 
is evoked by litigants, in order to arm the tribunals with 
the power to give effect to their determinations, on the 
subject matter of contention, to which their cognizance is 
drawn, we can understand why it should always have been 
deemed important that that kind of antagonism, which 
results from the relation of two persons in a state of 
juridical controversy, should not be entered upon with 
levity. The provisions of our own law in regard to the 
production of the secta, or suit, by the plaintiff, in order 
to raise such a prima facie case as would require the de- 
fendant to answer (see 1 Reeves Hist. Eng. Law, 377), 
and the infliction of amercements on failure of the plain- 
tiff to make good his claim, pro falso clamore suo, point 
to this principle, and mark the tendency of our ancient 
jurisprudence to check the temerity of litigants. 

Considering the difficulties which must ever surround 
man in his exercise of the high and responsible function 
of a dispensator of justice, itis not surprising to find, 
among the civilized races, an avoidance of all that might 
tend to encourage litigious levity. Hence the rigid 
doctrines of our ancestors on the subject of maintenance 
and champerty. They seem, on this subject, to have 
been influenced by some such reasoning as this—‘* We 
have established tribunals for the decision of disputes be- 
tween the subjects of the realm, and if such disputes 
arise and cannot be arranged without resorting to the 
courts, the parties appealing to the courts must have the 
best decision that can be procured. But these disputes 
are an evil in themselves, and not to be encouraged. If 
those persons whose fault or misfortune it has been to 
fall into this state of antagonism towards each other are 
unable to settle their differences, they shall at least carry 
on their contest under the full responsibility that, which- 
ever may prove by his obstinate or unrighteous conduct 
to have necessitated an appeal to the justice of the realm, 
shall bear all the consequences of having set the ma- 
chinery of the lawin motion. Least of all will we allow 
extraneous persons to be introduced into the contest, to 
afford countenance or encouragement to either of the 
disputants, to foster the contention, or to multiply enmities 
by themselves becoming involved in the state of conflict 
which already exists between the original parties.” 

Such appears to be the light in which the subject was 
viewed by the founders of our juridical system, and for a 
long period there are evidences that these doctrines were 
enforced in all their strict and logical conseyuences. 
The statutes under which defeated litigants came to be 
visited with the costs of the sait have operated, as they 
were no doubt intended to do, asa penalty and check 
upon litigious temerity. The doctrines and practice of 
the common law on the subject of costs have, without 
furnishing an inflexible rule, been productive of a salu- 
tary imitation on the part of Courts of Equity, and have 
furnished to the latter a general guide for dealing with 
the question of costs. 

The progress of society produced even at an early 
period some relaxation in the rigid doctrines which 


* Since this waa written the Government have announced their 
intention of not filling up the vacancy.—Ep, S/. 96 
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flowed from the strictness of the general principles which 
our ancestors had adopted. It seems to have been thought 
that in matters of mere contract, where the situation of 
the person on whom the obligation lay, weuld not be 
worsened by the transfer of the right to the benefit of 
the obligation, from the person originally entitled to 
another, such transfer might, in an indirect manner, and 
in substance, though not formally, be made. In a case 
as early as the time of Henry VI., the proposition 
was enounced that “a debt which is certain can be 
assigned over by assent of the parties, but not damages 
in trespass, which are uncertain (Bro. Ab. Maintenance, 
pl. 8;, and in the reign of Henry VII. we find a case ad- 
mitting the assignment of a bond debt to be lawful (Bro. 
Ab. Chose in Action, pl. 3). The doctrine of these cases 
seems to have expanded into the now unquestioned right of 
a creditor to assign over his debt, either by specialty or 
simple contract, though, as between him and the debtor, 
the latter is only bound (except by statutory modification 
of the law in some instances) to answer, in a court of 
law, the personal demand of his original creditor or his 
legal representatives, from or to whom he is liable to 
receive or pay costs, according as the result of the legal 
suit may determine. 

The doctrine of the common law in regarding rights 
founded on contract as less obnoxious to the strict rules 
against maintenance than those rights which involve an- 
tagonism, or the assertion of wrong in some other person, 
will often occur to the attentive student of our legal 
principles. One instance will illustrate this in a strong 
light. At the time when the doctrines of maintenance 
were constantly kept in view and referred to as the 
foundation of many of the important principles of our 
law, it seems to have been admitted that that kind of 
right which was gained by the owner of an interesse 
termini, which was nothing more than a contract for the 
possession of land, could always have been assigned 
during its executory state, but if the time had arrived at 
which its owner was entitled to the possession, and that 
possession had been once taken and an eviction had fol- 
lowed, then the inflexible rule against maintenance, 
which forbade the assignment of any rights of entry or 
action, was recognised in all its force, and no transfer of 
the right to recover possession could possibly be made 
(Bruerton v. Rainsford, Cro. Eliz. 15). 

Assignments of mere choses in action, so far as they 
were admitted by the common law, never gave, as be- 
tween subjects, and do not at this day give, any other 
right to the assignee than that of suing in the name of 
his assiguor and defraying the costs, which originally 
would have been maintenance, and, therefore, criminal. 

The expansion of the equity system by bringing within 
its range subjects far more varied than those which fell 
under the cognisance of the common law has at various 
times raised the question how far a right of suit enforce- 
able only in equity was capable of assignment. It is 
curious to find that so recently as the beginning of the 
present century, the consideration of how far the right 
existed to assign a contract for sale of an estate had to 
be seriously discussed before Lord Eldon, and it is for- 
tunate that the great legal attainments of that eminent 
judge were brought to bear upon the subject, so as to 
lead to the settlement of the doctrine, by referring it to 
principles which set at rest any doubt on so important a 
question (see Wood v. Griffiths, 1 Swans, 55). 

However, although the right to assign the benefit of a 
contract is now undoubted ; by a case which was decided 
by Lord Abinger, when Chief Baron (Prosser v. Edmonds, 
1 Y. & C. Ex. 481), a principle was supposed to be esta- 
blished that a right of suit could not be assigned if it 
were of such a nature that it could not be deemed other 
than a hostile right to bring another person into a Court 
of Equity, for the purpose of oversetting a legal instru- 
ment, such as the right to vacate a deed on the ground 
of inadequate consideration or undue influence. A right 
of suit of this nature seeming to be incapable of exist- 
ence, in legal contemplation, except-on the assumption of 





wrong on the part of another person, from which the 
spirit of our law is averse, Cistinguishes this from a con- 
tract the existence of which may be assumed without 
imputing wrong to any one. Hostile rights of this na- 
ture, it was considered, ought, upon grounds of public 
policy, to be enforced, if at all, by the parties presumably 
aggrieved ; for it would be too wide a departure from 
the original principles of our own, as well as other 
systems of law, to permit rights which seem so neces- 
sarily to draw contention after them, and to present such 
an improbability of amicable adjustment, to pass to any 
person at the will of him to whom the alleged wrong was 
done, though at the death of the latter his power of dis- 
posing of such a right by will, which is obviously a very 
different matter, has been conceded (Gresley v. Mousley, 
4DeG.& J. 78). The doctrine of Prosser v. Edmonds 
has been often referred to by the judicature with assent 
and approbation, and has been cited and approved by 
text writers, both here and in America (see Storey’s Eq. 
Jurisprudence, 8. 1040, g). 

A case which seems to involve the same point was 
lately brought under the consideration of the Master of 
the Rolls, by a demurrer which was rested on the autho- 
rity of this case. In Dickinson v. Burrell, 14 W. R. 418, 
the facts, in effect, appear to have been that a claimant 
of propirty, pendente lite, executed deeds by which he 
conveyed his interest in the subject-matter of the suit for 
a valuable, but, as alleged, inadequate consideration, by 
way of absolute sale. After the suit had terminated 
favourably for the claimant, he executed deeds by which 
he purported to convey all his interest in the subject- 
matter of the suit to trustees in trust (subject to certain 
payments) for himself, for life, and, afterwards, for the 
benefit of his children. The children, claiming under 
this deed, filed a bill to set aside the sale made by their 
father of his interest on the ground of inadequacy 
of price and undue influence, which bill was met by 
demurrer on the doctrine of Prosser v. Edmonds. Lord 
Romilly, though recognising the latter case, overruled 
the demurrer, having come to the conclusion that the 
cases were distinguishable. 

Without intimating any opinion as to the legal in- 
ference which Lord Romilly drew from the facts of this 
case, some of the reasons which his lordship is reported 
to have given for his judgment appear to merit observa- 
tion. He is represented as saying that “If Dickinson, 
after the sale of his interest to the purchaser, had sold 
his interest in the property to some one else, by a deed of 
sale, which recited that the prior sale was void, but that 
Dickinson was not inclined himself to take steps to set 
it aside, it could not be doubted that the second pur- 
chaser wculd have been entitled to take proceedings to 
set the prior deed aside.” ‘If Dickinson had, on the 
contrary, merely conveyed the bare right to set the 
transaction aside without granting all his estate and in- 
terest in the property, then, certainly, the assignee could 
not have maintained the suit.” He added that the cases 
established a distinction between the assigument of a 
mere right of suit, such as that in Prosser v. Edmonds, 
and the assignment of the estate itself to which the 
right of suit passed as an accessory. 

The observation that occurs on this is, that it does not 
appear that there was any substantial difference in the 
form of the assignment in Prosser v. Edmonds, and in 
the case before Lord Romilly. In both the assignors 
purported to convey all their right and interest in the 
respective subject-matters ; in neither is there anything 
which, in terms, implies the transfer of a bare right of 
suit as divested from the interest in the subject-matter. 
Lord Abinger did certainly not so ynderstand the effect 
of the language of the assignment, in the case before 
him, which he spoke of as a “case where a party assigns 
his whole estate, and afterwards makes an assignment 
generally of the same estate to another person, and the 
second assignee claims to set aside the first assignment 
as fraudulent and void.” In truth the difficulty in both 
cases would appear to be that, until a prior conveyance 
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jhad been set aside, there was nothing which could be 
assigned, and, therefore, from the intrinsic nature of the 
circumstances, nothing but a bare right of suit could 

to the assignee. Both assignments, therefore, if 
supported on the reasoning of the Master of the Rolls, 
must, it should seem, rest on that proposition for which 
Lord Abinger was unable to find any authority “that a 
man can assign to another a right to file a bill for a 
fraud committed upon himself.” 

With great deference both cases appear to furnish in- 
‘stances of the “introduction of parties to enforce those 
rights which others are not disposed to enforce,” and 
the observations of the Master of the Rolls as to the 
‘validity of the assignment, notwithstanding the recital 
‘by the assignor of his own unwillingness to take pro- 
‘ceedings to set the prior deed aside, can hardly be re- 
‘conciled with the ratio decidendi in the case before Lord 
Abinger. 

It is undoubtedly true that the cases do show a 
difference between the assignment of a right of suit 
simply, and the assignment of property, or a contract, to 
which that right of suit may be incident. This distinc- 
tion was clearly pointed out by Sir J. Wigram, in the 
case of Wilson v. Short, 6 Hare, 384, where one Bright 
having entered into a contract for the purchase of iron, 
‘and paid considerable sums as deposits, assigned to the 
plaintiffs for valuable consideration, his interest in the 
contract ; it was then discovered that the vendor had so 
‘acted as to be open to a suit for the rescission of the 
contract, and the return of the deposits, which suit the 
plaintiffs brought, as assignees of the contract from 
Bright, and in answer to the objection which was raised 
by the defendants, on the doctrine of Prosser v. Edmonds, 
the Vice-Chancellor said, “It proceeded upon a fallacy. 
If, as in Prosser v. Edmonds, the contract which the 
plaintiffs sought to enforce had been for the purchase of 
a litigated right, it might have prevailed, but that was 
not the case. As between Bright and the plaintiffs the 
contract was free from objection. A subsequent discovery 
of the fraud had shown that both Bright and the plain- 
tiffs were deceived by thedefendants. The plaintiffs only 
sought in that suit to enforce a right resulting from a 
lawful contract, of the benefit of which a fraud newly 
discovered had deprived them.” 

The distinction drawn by Vice-Chancellor Wigram 
shows in a clear light the difference between the assign- 
ment of a right, under a contract which can be considered 
without the imputation of fraud or wrong, and the as- 
signment of a right which can have no existence unless 
the law has assumed, before there is any constat of the 
fact, that a fraud has been committed. It is submitted 
that the distinction is one founded on sound legal prin- 
ciples. The pernicious consequences of permitting rights 
such as those in Prosser v. Edmonds to be assigned by 
any person who may be himself unwilling to incur the 
responsibility of bringing them into legal controversy 
are too obvious to require reference, and were partly ad- 
verted to by Lord Abinger in his judgment in that case. 

It may be permitted respectfully to doubt whether the 
distinction which the Master of the Rolls has drawn as 
to the legal effect of the assignment in the case before 
him and that in Prosser v. Edmonds, be more than a 
verbal one, even if, to that extent, there be such an ap- 
preciable difference as would sustain the rativ decidendi 
of Lord Romilly, consistently with saving whole the 
doctrine of Prosser v. Edmonds, the principle of which, 
lying high and dry above the merits of any particular 
case, it is submitted, may well be deemed worthy of pre- 
servation, if a consideration be had of the inconveniences 
and advantages which may be expected to result from 
its retention or overthrow. 





VETERAN JUDGES. 

The Jate attack on the Lord Chief Justice of Ireland 
in the House of Lords has given rise to observations of 
various kinds in the daily press. For ourselves, we have 
no desire to recur to a question which, in our opinion, 








ought never to have been raised, but from some remarks 
which have appeared in a journal generally possessed of 
accurate information, we are led to believe that Lord 
Clanricarde and his friends are not satisfied with the 
rebuff already received, and intend to try the fortune of 
war in the House of Commons. The Manchester Guar- 
dian, after some remarks upon the “judicial scandal,” 
as it is pleased to call the case, and an obviously inac- 
curate account of the motion of Lord John Russell in 
1841*, which, though it failed at the time, is said by the 
Guardian to have caused the retirement of “Charles 
Kendle Bush,” proceeds as follows:— 

Should the case of Chief Justice Lefroy lead to any formal 
step being taken in either branch of the legislature, I have 
reason to believe that that of the learned Chief Justice of 
Appeal, Mr. Blackburne, who filled the office of Irish Chan- 
cellor in Lord Derby’s first administration, will probably be 
associated with it. That venerable functionary 1s now in his 
84th year. 

It is noteworthy that not only Lord Clanricarde in the 
House of Lords, but also most of the public papers which 
take the same side, rest their case mainly upon this, that 
such an occurrence would not possibly be permitted in 
England. Similar ground was also taken in the motion 
by Mr. Fitzgerald, mentioned last week. Now it so 
happens that there are on the bench in England at this 
moment three judges, one of whom is older, and all of 
whom are physically feebler, than Chief Justice Lefroy; 
judges, moreover, filling (at least two of them) posts, the 
judicial labour of which far exceeds anything that is re- 
quired in the Irish Court of Queen’s Bench, and yet we 
hear no whisper of any motion in Parliament tending to 
the removal or enforced retirement of any of them. We 
should be sorry to hear of any such attempt, and we do 
not doubt that if any motion of the kind were made, it 
would quickly meet with the fate it would deserve. Yet 
the case against any of these venerable men is far stronger 
than that against either of the Irish judges threatened by 
the Guardian. 

The Right Hon. Stephen Lushington is a year older 
than Chief Justice Lefroy, and though we believe him to 
be still fully competent to the duties of his high office, 
we can say, from personal observation, that his physical 
powers are much more impaired than those of the Lord Chief 
Justice. 

Lord Chief Baron Pollock is, as nearly as possible, the 
same age as Lord Justice Blackburne, but the duties of his 
position are enormously greater than those of any judge 
on the Irish bench. 

Lord Justice Knight-Bruce is indeed a much younger 
man than any of those whom we have mentioned; but it 
is unfortunately patent to the most casual attendant in 
his court that the physical energy of the venerable judge 
has yielded to the long continued strain upon it in a far 
greater degree than can be predicated of any of the 
others. ‘True, the judicial labours which he has had 
to undergo in the twenty-five years during which he has 
graced the bench (he was appointed Vice-Chancellor 
in 1841, within, we believe, a month of the time when 
Bushe retired from the chief justiceship and Lefroy was 
appointed to the bench in the Exchequer) have greatly ex- 
ceeded those of any of the other learned judges mentioned, 
and it isscarcely to be expected that any constitution, how- 
ever powerful, could successfully withstand the perpetual 
strain upon itsenergies, mental and physical, required forthe 
due exercise of the functions of an English equity judge. 
That years alone are no reasonable test of judicial energy 
is remarkably illustrated by the fact that the Lord Chan- 
cellor, though a year older than the learned Lord 
Justice, and though, when his colleague, undeniably the 
less vigorous, physically speaking, of the two, is now, after 
thirteen years of comparative retirement, as little appa- 
rently affected by age as on the day when he was first 
elevated to the woolsack, while his learned brother, who 
has during all this time been bearing the burden and 
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heat of the day, has reached a stage of physical weakness, 
such that nothing but his extraordinary mental activity 
enables him to perform the duties of his office. As it is 
though his casual remarks during the progress of the 
causes before him show clearly that -his attention is as 
alive as ever to the arguments addressed to the Court, 
the labour of preparing his judgments—it may be the, 
unfortunately, greater labour of reading them when pre- 
pared—has now for some time proved too great for his 
powers, and instead of the lucid and searching, albeit 
occasionally somewhat caustic, disquisitions, which used 
to cut, as it were, in a few trenchant sentences, into the 
very pith of a case, the profession have of late been com- 
pelled to be satisfied with a bare concurrence in, or un- 


argued dissent from, the judgments delivered by Lord Jus- | 
tice Turner, on whom the chief burden of the work of | 


the Court of Appeal has consequently devolved. 

We do not wish to be understood as suggesting by 
these remarks that any change is needed or desirable 
upon the bench, either here or in Ireland, but we 
have felt it our duty to expose, to the best of 
our ability, the pernicious fallacy of the assumption 
that the learned judges selected as the objects of attack 
are at all more open to the charge of incapacity 
than others against whom no one dare move; and 
it has seemed to us to be more especially our duty to 
take this course, because it is part of the price which 
Ireland has to pay for the advantages of her connection 
with this country, that public opinion there is too weak 
to direct public action, and therefore the only possible 
check upon the most flagrant jobs perpetrated or de- 
signed there, is an appeal, not always within their reach, 
to the enlightened opinion of the public in England. 





LEGAL NOTES FOR THE WEEK. 


(The notes of cases under this heading are supplied by the gentlemen 
who report for the Weekly Reporter in the several courts. ] 


LORDS JUSTICES. 
April 20. 

Gostinc v. Townsenp.—This case involved a point of con- 
struction of a very badly expressed will. It was an appeal from 
the Master of the Rolls. 

W. M. James, Q.C., and Fischer, for the appellant. 

Selwyn, Q.C., Baggallay, Q.C., Shebbeare, and Bardswell, for 
the respondents. 

In the course of the argument, Knicut-Bruce, L.J., said 
that the will put him in mind of the compositions said to have 
proceeded from the machine in the Flying Island. 

Their Lordships dismissed the appeal, TurNeER, L.J., observ- 
ing that if the case were ever reported, the marginal note should 
be “ Case of construction of an obscure will.”’ 

Solicitors, Loftus, Vizard, & Co. 

Wynne, for e, of Liverpool. 








MASTER OF THE ROLLS. 
April 23. 

Re Conrracr Corporation (Limrrep).—In this case two 
winding-up petitions were presented, and it was proved that the 
a nee unable to pay their debts. 

is Lordship made an ordinary winding-up order, saying that 
he should have — to make an order for a voluntary wind- 
ing-up, under the supervision of the Court; but this he could 
not do-unless the company entered into some arrangement for the 


Pp ; 
The conduct of the winding-up was given to the ‘petitioners 
= seg ‘e first on the file. 
wyn, Q.C., Baggallay, Q.C., Cole, Q.C., Southgate, Q.C. 
Jesu, QC, Roxburgh, Swanston, C. T, Simpaon, and Everitt 
were engaged in the case. 
April 18. 

Davoars v, Rrvaz.—This was a motion on the part of M. 
Daugars, a pastor of the French Protestant Church in St. Mar- 
tin’s-le-Grand, to commit to prison his co- r, M. Marzials, 
for breach of an order made in the above suit in January, 1860. 
It a that in January, 1860, a decree was made by his Lord- 
8 laring that both M. Daugars and M. Marzials were pas- 
tors of the church, and forbidding the consistory and M. Marzials 





from hindering or preventing the plaintiff from discharging the 
duties of his office. Itis the duty of the co-pastors to summon the 
consistory alternately, but M. Daugars has neglected to give M. 

















Marzials-notice of any consistory, or to attend any meeting con- 
vened by him. Matters being in this painful state of hostility, 
the consistory, on October 21, 1865, for various reasons, sus- 
pended M. Daugars from his functions as a pastor, and, as he 
refused to obey their order, they, on January 10 last, ordered 
that he should not be allowed to use the vessels for the sacra- 
ment. Upon this M. Daugars took out a summons in the 
chambers of the Master of the Rolls to obtain possession of the 
vessels, but his lordship dismissed the application. The con- 
sistory then forbad M. Daugars to occupy the pulpit of the 
church during his suspension. This led to the acts complained 
of. On the 25th of February M. Daugars found, on entering 
the church, that M. Marzials was in possession of the pulpit, the 
stairs leading to which were guarded by two laymen, and that 
another layman occupied the reading desk. Thereupon M. 
Daugars briefly addressed the congregation and withdrew. He 
alleged that his voice was drowned by the organ, which was 
played at a sign made by M. Marzials. This in fact was the 
only act alleged to have been committed by M. Marzials in 
breach of the order, and he replied that he gave the signal be- 
cause the hour for commencing service had arrived. Upon these 
facts the present motion was made. 

Jessel, Q.C., and Wickens, appeared for M. Daugars; Sel- 
wyn, Q.C., and J. Pearson, for M. Marzials. 

His Lordship said that it was impossible to make the order 
pra ed against M. Marzials. It was clear that if any offence 

rf been committed the consistory were responsible, and they 
ought to have been respondents in the case. He would not 
enter into all the details of the case, or the questions as to the 
validity of the suspension, because the matter could only be 
settled by a new bill to be filed by M. Daugars. If he were now 
to punish M. Marzials, it would be a vicarious mode of punish- 
ing the consistory, as had at one time been practised in the 
education of princes. The consistory might be driven to submit 
out of sympathy for M. Marzials, against whom, however, there 
was no reason for the Court to interfere. The motion must be 
refused with costs. 

Solicitors, Chapman § Clarke ; Spiller § Son. 

April 21. 
HOWELL v. CARRUTHERS. 


This was a petition for change of investment of trust 
funds. 

The fund, which was the subject-matter of this suit, 
had been settled to the separate use of the petitioner 
for life, with remainder to the respondent Howell for life, 
remainder over. An order had been made for invest- 
ment of the fund in Consols, and payment of the divi- 
dends to the petitioner. The petitioner now sought to 
have the fund invested in Bank Stock, a change which, 
it was shown, would add about £50 per annum to her 
income. The petition said nothing about costs. 

Swanston for the petitioner. 

A, E. Miller for the respondent Howell, asked that the 
costs should be paid out of income. 

The MASTER OF THE ROLLS objected that if the re- 
spondent had no objection to the change of investment, 
he ought not to have appeared. 

A. £. Miller—We were served with the petition, and 
Vice-Chancellor Kindersley has held (Jones v. Jessop, 
infra) that every person so served has a right to appear, 
as he cannot otherwise get his costs of perusing the peti- 
tion and having legal advice upoh it. Besides, here, but 
for his appearance, an order might have been made 
charging the costs upon the corpus. 

Roupell for the trustees. 

Lorp RomI.y, M.R., said that Lord St. Leonards 
had introduced a salutary rule that parties who had no 
objection to urge to the prayer of a petition, ought not 
to appear upon it. It did not seem to him that there 
was any ground for departing from that rule in the pre- 
sent instance. The costs of the petitioner and the trustees 
must be paid out of income. No order as to the costs 
of the defendant Howell. 

Solicitors, Abrams; Duncan 5 Murton. 





VICE-CHANCELLOR STUART. 
April 19. 
WILKINSON v. JOUGHIN. 

William Thompson, late of Liverpool, devised and be- 
queathed all his real and personal estate to trustees “in 
trust to permit my wife Adelaide to receive from my death 
the entire income thereof during her life,” and after 
giving the trustees the usual powers of sale and invest- 
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ment, and creating a remainder in favour of any children 
he might have, and giving two or three legacies, pro- 
ceeded—“and I devise and bequeath the residue of my 
said real and personal estate to my step-daughter Sarah 
Ward for her absolute use; but in case she shall die 
without leaving issue, in trust to pay the said moneys 
and property to J. Wilkinson and Anne Hammond in 
equal shares.” : 

The testator died on the 17th July, 1864, without issue, 
leaving both real and personal estate. Adelaide, his sup- 
posed wife, was, at the time of her going through the 
ceremony of marriage with the testator, the wife of one 
Ward. Sarah Ward was the daughter of Adelaide Ward 
by that marriage. Ward was alive at the testator’s 
death. 

The plaintiff prayed by his bill a declaration of the 
rights of all parties under the will. 

Malins, Q.C., and Horsey, for the plaintiff. 

Hemming and Bardswell for the defendants. 

The Vice-Chancellor made the usual administration de- 
cree, and, following Kennell v. Abbott, 4 Ves. 801, held 
the gift to the supposed wife to be bad, but that to the 
step-daughter to be good. The point as to what interest 
the step-daughter took his Honour said he would not then 
decide. 

Solicitors for the plaintiff, Underhill § Field, for Etty, 
of Liverpool. . 

Solicitors for the defendant, Chester 5° Urquhart, for 
W. Zyrre, of Liverpool. 

April 20. 
Parry’s EscHEAT, Ex PARTE THE DUKE OF BEAUFORT. 

His Honour referred to his having been under a mis- 
apprehension in this case (ante p. 460) as to the jurisdic- 
tion of the Court to quash the finding of an inquisition 
made in favour of the Crown. Guided by an unreported 
case, /n re Kane, before Vice-Chancellor Turner, and the 
argument of Mr. Wickens that the Court had no jurisdic- 
tion to discharge a matter of record, he had supposed 
that the jurisdiction did not extend beyond giving leave 
to traverse the finding of the inquisition. On looking 
over the authorities, however, he was satisfied that the 
Court possessed the more extended jurisdiction. The 
jurisdiction of the Court on the common law side, on 
which side these proceedings were, had always been of 
the most extensive nature. His Honour expressed regret 
that the course taken might possibly have created some 
further expense to the parties. 

Wickens.—I may state to your Honour that the Duke 
of Beaufort has filed a traverse, and the Crown has 
arranged a full confession, so as to prevent any further 
expense, 

April 20 & 21. 

ApDAMs v. SworDER.—'Lhis case came on a summons to vary 
the chief clerk's certificate. The defendant, a fraudulent pur- 
chaser, had been ordered to render accounts on the footing of a 
mortgagee in possession (12 W. R., 615), and the chief clerk 
chad refused to allow certain sums expended on the estate, as not 
having been expended in lasting improvements. The question 
before the Court turned entirely on the strength and stability of 
a certain malt-house, which the defendant had erected at an 
expense of £300. His Honour held that the building was a 
lasting improvement, and varied the certificate accordingly. 

Bacon, Q.C., and Marten, for defendant. 

Malins Q.C., and Herbert Smith for plaintiff. 

April 21. 
BANTING v, SHUTTLEWORTH. 

This was a suit against the executors of the estate of 
one Shuttieworth for the recovery of certain lands which 
the plaintiff alleged had been purchased with certain 
trust moneys belonging to her. An administration suit 
had been already instituted by creditors of the estate, and 
the evidence being very doubtful as to the possibility of 
the plaintiff’s following the trust moneys, the question 
for actual decision was whether she should be entitled 
to a decree in this suit or be allowed to prove under the 
creditors’ suit. 

The Vice-Chancellor made an order giving the plain- 

iff the costs of the present suit, and entitling her to 





prove in the other suit for the amount of her claim, with 
£4 per cent. interest from the death of the testator. 
Greene, Q.C., and Roxburgh, for the plaintiff. 
W. Pearson for the defendant. 
Solicitors, Denton, § Hail. 





Browne v. TYLor.—By a settlement made on the 
of George Richard Browne—at the date of the settlement a 
captain in her Majesty’s 88th Regiment—it was covenanted 
that “‘ if he should become a major in the army, or attain higher 
rank therein, and should at any time thereafter retire by the 
sale of his then, commission therein then, and in such case, he 
would immediately thereupon pay over to the trustees or trustee 
for the time being of his settlement, the sum realised by such 
sale to the extent of £1,500.” In 1865 Browne sold his captain’s 
commission, having, however, previously attained the brevet 
rank of major, a vk which is honorary only. It was contended, 
on the part of an assignee for value, that the value of the 
captain’s commission was not subject to the trusts of the settle- 
ment. 

Swanston for the plaintiff, E. Kay for the objects of the 
settlement, and 0. Morgan for the trustees of the settlement. 

The Vice-CHANCELLOR held that the words of the settle- 
ment were clear, and declared the proceeds of the sale of Browne’s 
commission to be applied to the trusts of the settlement. Costs 
of all parties out of the fund. 

Solicitors, Farrer, Ouvry, § Farrer; Brackeneridgo. 

April 23. 

Bartow v. McMvurray.—This was’ a bill to set aside an 
alleged fraudulent sale by a creditors’ assignee. 

The case stood over for want of parties, with leave to plaintiff 
to amend. 

Malins, Q.C.,and E. K. Karslake, for plaintiffs. 

The Attorney-General, Bacon, Q.C., Fry, and Swanston, for 
defendants. 





VICE-CHANCELLOR WOOD. 
April 18, 20. 

Briyns v. Nicnois.—This case came on by way of further 
consideration and summons to vary the certificate of the chief 
clerk.. Several of the items in the accounts taken in chambers 
in the cause, which was one of administration, had been ob- 
jected to, and his Honour now heard the arguments on both 
sides, and gave his decision on the propriety of the views taken 
by the chief clerk. 

Rolt, Q.C., Daniel, Q.C., Shebbeare, Speed, W. Pearson, N. 
Lindley, and Cozens-Hardy, appeared for the different parties. 

April 20. 

Eart or Norrvury v. Kitcuen.—In this case an order 
had been granted in 1861, by which the bill was retained for a 

ear, with liberty to bring an action at law. The action had 

n tried, but the order had never been drawn up. 

Rolt, Q.C., and Locock Webb, for the defendants, moved to 
have the order drawn up nune pro tune. 

Osborne Morgan, for the plaintiff, argued that the laches in 
not having the order drawn up was on the part of the defendant, 
who ought now to apply to A heard on the wy reserved : 
Bluck v. Colnaghi, 9 Sim. 411; Cator v. Dewar, 2 Dick. 654. 
In any case plaintiff ought to have his costs. 

Woop, V.C., made the order. Costs to be costs in the 


cause. 
April 21. 

In RE SttverR Mountain UniTED Mines Company.—Com- 
anies Act, 1862.—Everitt stated that an ent had 
een come to between the parties, that the petition which had 

been presented in this matter should be dismissed with costs. 

Roilt, Q.C., appeared for the petitioner. 


In RE ANGLESEA COLLIERY CoMPANY.—Cbmpanies Act, 
1862.—This was an opposed petition. A question arose as to 
the cross-examination of a witness in Court by the petitioners ; 
and was decided against the petitioners, who were ordered to pay 
the costs of the day. 

Rolt, Q.C., and Hemming, for the petitioners. 

Giffard, Q.C., for the respondents. 

Scaring v. CoEeTHAM.—This was an op i petition. The 
question was one of costs only, and depended on the propriety of 
steps taken in Court which it was alleged should have been 
taken in chambers. The costs in question were allowed, 

W. M. James, Q.C., and Jolliffe, appeared. 

In rE Howet’s Estats.—This was an opposed petition- 
Some land, which had formed part of the late Mr. Howell's 
estate, had been taken by a railway company ; and the question 
was one of the costs incident to the payment of the compensation 
money out of Court. 

The costs were allowed. 

Daniel, Q.C., and Mackeson, appeared. 
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COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH. 
April 20. 

SHaw v. THE LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAILWAY 
Company.—Tried at Liverpool, at the last Assizes, before 
Lusu, J. 

Verdict for the plaintiff for £1,000. 

E. James, Q.C., moved for a new trial on the ground that the 
damages were excessive. 

Rule nisi. 

Rosson v. THE SoutH Suretps THEATRE CoMPANY.— 
Tried at Durham, at the last Assizes, before Lusu, J. 

Verdict for the plaintiff. 

Pickering, Q.C., moved for a new trial on the ground that the 
verdict was against the weight of evidence. 

Rule nist. 

Harpy v. FEATHERSTONHAUGH.—A feigned issue tried at 
Carlisle, at the last Assizes, before Lusu, J. 

The verdict was distributive. 

Pickering, Q.C., moved for a new trial. 

Rule nisi. 

Monk, Q.C., moved a cross rule. 

Rule nisi. 


Hupson v. Rincrove.—Action of ejectment tried at York, at 
the last Assizes, before SHEE, J. 

Field, Q.C., moved to enter the verdict as to part of the lands 
for the defendant. 

Rule refused. 


MiTcHELL v. LAronr.—Action by a seaman for wrongful 
dismissal, tried at the Passage Court, at Liverpool. 

Rule refused. 

Know es v. Nunns.—Tried at Leeds before Keatine, J, 

Segmour, Q.C., moved for a cross rule for a new trial on the 
ground that the verdict was against the weight of evidence, 

Referred to the judge. 


Norris v. THE GreaAT WESTERN Rattway CoMPANY.— 
Tried at the Guildhall before Sues, J. 

Karslake, Q.C., moved, pursuant to leave reserved, to set aside 
the verdict for the plaintiff and enter it for the defendant. 

Rule refused. 


Rec v. THe INHABITANTS OF FuLHAM.—An indictment for 
non-repair of a highway, tried before CHANNELL, B., at Dor- 
chester, at the last Assizes. 

H. T. Cole moved to set aside the verdict for the defendant 
and for a new trial. 

Referred to the judge. 

Seymour v. Ropertson.—Tried at Liverpool, at the last 
Assizes, before Lusu, J. 

James Mellor moved to reduce the damages to a nominal 
amount. 

Rule nisi. 

ForsHaw v. PENNINGTON.—Tried at Liverpool before 
MEL Lor, J. 

Quain moved, pursuant to leave reserved, to set aside the ver- 
rood for the defendant, and enter a verdict for the plaintift for 

Rule nist. 

Dienam v. Cator.—Tried before Suez, J., at Guildhall. 

Patchett moved, pursuant to leave reserved, to set aside the 
verdict for the plaintiff and enter it for the defendant. 

Rule nis?. 

Ricketts v. Cummines.—Tried at the last Assizes at 
Gloucester. 

Dowdeswell moved to set aside the verdict for the plaintiff, 


and for a new trial on the ground of surprise, 
Rule nisi. 


RickaBy v. Rvumpoit.—Tried at the last Assizes at Glou- 


r. P 

Dowdeswell moved to set aside the verdict for the defendant 
and for a new trial. 

Rule nisi. 

Rec ». Dixon.—Tried at Swansea, at the last Assizes, before 
yw rsony J. - 

é Rutzen mov ursuant to leave re t - 
dict for the defendant pe EG ne 

Rule nisi. 

SKEEN v. Davis.—Cook moved for a rule calling on the 
defendant to show cause why an order of the pes Mr. J. 
Crompton should not be rescinded. 

le nisi. 
April 17. 

Know.es v, Nunns.—Tried at Leeds Spring Assizes 
before KEATING, J. Verdict for £30. 

_ AManisty, Q.C., now moved, pursuant to leave reserved, to 
increase the verdict to £281. 

Rule nisi. 





HucuHeEs AND ANOTHER v, STRAKER AND ANOTHER.— 
Tried at Newcastle-on-Tyne Spring Assizes before MELLOR, 
J. Verdict for plaintiffs. 

Temple, Q.C., now moved, pursuant to leave reserved, to 
enter a verdict for defendants. 

Rule wisi, ; 

Heap v. Busu.—Tried February 2nd, at the Middlesex 
sittings before CockBuRN, C.J. Verdict for defendant. 

Huddleston, Q.C., now moved for a new trial, on the 
ground of surprise. 

Rule refused. 

Hyam v. WEBSTER.—Tried at Guildhall before CocksuRN, 
C.J. Verdict for plaintiffs, 

M. Chambers, Q.C., now moved, pursuant to leave re- 
served, to enter a nonsuit. 

Rule nisi. 

IN THE MATTER OF THE Mayor oF Curprinc Norton.— 
In this case the mayor and corporation of Chipping Norton, 
through inadvertence, had omitted to elect auditors and a 
treasurer under the Municipal Corporation Act, and now 

J. 0. Griffits moved on behalf of the mayor for a rule 
absolute in the first instance for a mandamus to the mayor 
to take the elections, as he could not now take the elections 
without the authority of the Court, as the proper time for the 
elections had been allowed to pass by. 

Rule absolute. 

In THE MATTER OF ONE BRENNAN.—Kingdon now moved 
for a certiorari to bring up the conviction of one Brennan, 
who had been convicted at Taunton, before the magistrates, 
of holding dramatic performances without a licence. 

IN THE MATTER OF ONE ForpDER.—Maude now moved for 
a habeas corpus to bring up the body of a child. 

Rule nisi returnable at chambers. 

Hosart v,. LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAILWAY Com- 
paNny.—Tried at Liverpool Spring Assizes before MELLOR, J. 
Verdict for plaintiff, £400. 

Simon, Serjt., now moved for a new trial or to reduce the 
damages. 

The Court deferred their decision to consult MeLuor, J. 

CoLLtns v. NoAKES.—Tried before the UNDER-SHERIFF OF 
MIDDLESEX to assess damages, defendant having suffered 
judgment by default. 

H. T. Cole now moved for a new trial on the ground of 
misdirection, and that the damages were excessive. 

Rule nisi, 

In THE MATTER OF AN ORDER OF THE Poor Law Com- 
MISSIONERS. —Giffard, Q.C., now moved for and obtained a 
rule nisi for a certiorari. 

April 19, 

Parsons v. Hinp.—Tried before Suez, J., at Notting- 
ham Spring Assizes. 

O'Brien, Serjt., now moved, pursuant to leave, to reduce 
the damages, 

Rule nisi. 

Levi v. AusTEN,—Tried at Guildhall before CockBuRN, 
C.J. Verdict for defendant. 

Huddleston, Q.C., moved for new trial. 

No rule. 

Moore AND Simpson, Assignees in Bankruptcy, v. BARRY. 
—Tried at York Spring Assizes before SHEE, J. Verdict for 
plaintiffs, 

Fule for new tria] was moved for and obtained. 

Brick v. Howarp.—Tried at Leicester Spring Assizes 
before MARTIN, B. Verdict for defendant. 

O'Malley, Q.C., now moved for a new trial on the ground 
of misdirection. 

Rule nisi. 

REDHEAD v. MipLAND RaiLway Company.—Tried at 
Durham Spring Assizes before Lusn, J. Verdict for the de- 
fendants, 

hia Q.C. (Kenplay with him), now moved for a new 
trial. 

Rule nisi. 

PritcHarp v. McSwinny.—Tried at Middlesex Sittings 
before SHEE, J 

Price, Q.C. (Barnard with him), now moved for a new 
trial on the ground of misdirection. 

Rule refused. 

THOMPSON ET Ux v. THE NEWCASTLE AND GATESHEAD 
Gas Company.—Tried at Newcastle Spring Assizes before 
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Lusu, J., when a nonsuit was entered by the direction of 
the ‘earned judge. 

Campbell Forster now moved for a new trial, on the ground 
that there was some evidence to go to the jury of negligence 
of the defendants. 

The facts were as follows:—The plaintiff and his wife had 
complained to the gas company of an escape of gas, and in 
consequence two servants of the defendants came to the 
plaintiff’s house to look for the place where the gas escaped 
from. On the day of the search the smell of gas in the 
house was so strong that it was impossible to sit in the 
ground-floor room, where the plaintiff's wife was at work, 
without having the door open. The defendants’ servants 
failed to find any escape of gas inside the house. They then 
went outside the house into the street, and taking up some 
of the paving-stones, tried in the usual way, ie., with a 
lighted tar rope, to find the escape. An explosion followed, 
in which the plaintiff’s wife was injured. The cause of the 
explosion from the evidence seemed to be that the gas escaping 
from the pipes in the street had ed through some rat- 
holes into the plaintitf’s house, and there had collected to a 
considerable quantity, Had it not been for the rat-holes 
there would have been no explosion. 

Rule refused. 

FAarr.ig AND ANOTHER v. SWEET AND OTHERS.—Tried at 


Durham ayine Assizes before LusH, J., who directed a non- | 


suit, with leave reserved, to move to enter a verdict against 
some or all the defendants. 

Temple, Q.C. (Lewers with him), now moved to enter a 
verdict for the plaintiffs—Sweet was the real owner of a 
ship lying in the Tyne a a voyage to Seringapa- 
tam. In order to raise money he sold to the co-defendants 
several shares of the ship, of which shares the co-defendants 
became registered owners. With their knowledge, but not 
as their agent, Sweet purchased stores for the ship of the 
plaintiffs. 

The Court granted a rule nisi as against Sweet and one of 
4 defendants Collins, but not against the other defen- 

ts, 


Witson v. Bank oF VictTor1a.—Tried at Liverpool 
Spring Assizes before MELLoR, J. Verdict for the plaintiff, 
£85, 


E. James, Q.C., now moved pursuant to leave reserved to 
enter a verdict for the defendants. 

Rule nisi. ; 

Savers v. Norru-EasteErN Raibway ComPpany.—Over- 
end, Q.C.(Kemplay with him), now moved pursuant to leave 
reserved to enter a verdict for the defendants on the 2nd and 
8rd counts. 

Rules nisi. The Court granted rules in several other 
similar cases against the same defendants. 

April 21. 

ALDRIDGE, Appellant, v. WHITING, Respondent.—Cole- 
ridge, Q.C., for the respondent. 

O Brien, Serjt., for the appellant. 

Judgment reversed. 

Wiuttrams v. British EmptreE INsuRANCE CoMPANY.— 
Tried before CHANNELL, B., Spring Assizes. Verdict for the 
plaintiff. 

Karslake, Q.C., now moved for a new trial on the ground 
that the verdict was against the evidence. 

Rule nisi. 

TEENAN v. ViRTRARY.—Field, Q.C. (Shepherd with him), 
moved, pursuant to leave reserved, to enter a nonsuit, or for 
a new trial, on the ground that the verdict was against evi- 
dence. 

Rule refused. 

Stewart v. BEAuMONT.—Tried at Kingston Spring As- 
sizes, before Erte, C.J. Verdict for plaintiff, £310. 

Hawkins, Q.C., now moved for a new trial on the ground 
of misdirection, and that the damages were excessive. 

Rule refused on 1st ground. 

Rule nisi on 2nd ground. 

Rec. v. STEVENS.—Tried before BLACKBURN, J., at Swan- 


sea, 

Bowen moved for a new trial on the ground of misdirec- 
tion. 

Rule nisi. 

Rec. v. BULLEN.—Tried before CHANNELL, B., at Win- 
chester Spring Assizes. Verdict for the Crown. A rule 
for a new trial was moved for and refused. 





COURT OF COMMON PLEAS. 
April 17. 

Tue DuKE or Beavurorr v. CrawsHAy.—This action was 
brought to try the right of fishing in a certain portion of the 
river Usk. It was tried before BLACKBURN, J., and a verdict 
was found for the defendant. 

Grove, Q.C., now moved on behalf of the plaintiff for a rule 
calling on the defendant to show cause why there should not be 
a new trial on three grounds—(1), on account of the impro 
admission of evidence; (2), on account of misdirection, and 6), 
because the verdict was against the weight of evidence. 

The Court granted a rule on the first ground, and refused it 
on the two latter. 


WALKER v. THE MANCHESTER AND SHEFFIELD RAILWAY 
Company.—This was an action to recover damages for injuries 
caused to the plaintiff's racehorse, while being carried by the 
defendants. The defendants rested their defence on the 17 and 
18 Vic., c. 31, s. 7. A verdict was entered for the plaintiff. 

Tyndall Atkinson, Serjt., now moved, pursuant to leave re- 
served, for a rule to show cause why the verdict should not be 
entered for the defendants. 

Rule granted. 

West v. Lear.—This was an action to recover 
for the bite of a dog. A verdict was found for the plaintiff sub- 
ject to a writ of enquiry as to the amount of damages to be held 

efore the Under Sheriff of Sussex. The damages were as- 
sessed at £800, and the verdict entered for that amount. 

Pearce now moved to set aside the verdict, and for a new writ 
of inquiry, on the ground that the damages were excessive. He 
said the defendant was willing to pay £400. 

The Court granted a rule nisi on payment of the £400 into 
Court within three days. 

Attorneys, Senior § Attree, for French, Littlehampton. 

Crux v. ALDRED.—This was an action on a builder’s ac- 
count for work done under a contract. The defendant pleaded a 
set off. A verdict was found for the plaintiff, leave being re- 
served to the defendant to move for a rule to set aside the verdict 
on two points, depending upon the construction of the contract. 

Lord now moved accordingly, and obtained a rule on both 
points. 

MacraE v. CLaARK.—This was an action against the Sheriff 
of Gloucester for an escape. On the trial the escape was 
admitted, and the only question was as to the amount of damages. 
A verdict was entered for the plaintiff for £197. 

Macmara now obtained a rule calling on the plaintiff to show 
cause why there should not be a new trial on account of mis- . 
direction, and because the verdict was against the weight of 
evidence. 

OvEREND, GURNEY, AND Co. v. THE Mipianp Ralt- 
way Company; THE Nationa Discount Company v. THE 
Miptanp Raitway Company; BaTEeMAN v. THE MIDLAND 
Raitway Company.—These three actions were tried at the 
last sittings at Guildhall before Bytes, J. They were actions 
on Bills of Exchange, and the question arose whether the de- 
fendants, without special powers, could bind their shareholders 
by accepting bills. Verdicts were entered for the plaintiffs, 
with leave reserved. : 

Karslake, Q.C., now obtained rules in all the three cases ace 


cordingly. por 
p . 


HILLMER AND ANOTHER v. SMITH. 

This was an action on a special agreement, tried be- 
fore ByLes, J., at Westminster, when the jury found a 
verdict for the plaintiffs for £50. 

The facts were as follows :—The plaintiffs, a boot- 
maker and an engraver, having seen a drawing of Mr. 
Punch outdoing Blondin by wheeling himself in a 
wheelbarrow over a tight rope, invented a method of 
carrying out the feat, and signed an agreement with Mr. 
E.T. Smith, the defendant, the lessee of Cremorne, to 
perform it nightly at the rate of £4 a-week in town and 
£5 in the country—the employment to be for a year 
certain, and longer if Mr. Smith required it; and the 
payment to commence at the end of the first week’s per- 
formance. The agreement was dated the 7th of October, 
1864, and was signed by the plaintiffs, but not by the 
defendant ; it had been produced in a previous action in 
the County Court when the plaintiffs were nonsuited, and 
secondary evidence was now allowed to be given of it. 
The plaintiffs never performed, and were never called on 
todo so ; and the person who had produced the deed in the 
County Court, and the defendant, swore that it contained 
a P. P. (i. ¢., play or pay) clause. The jury found that 
there was an agreement, that it was for a year certain, 
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and was to commence in May, 1865 ; but that they could 
not find whether it contained the clause alleged by the 
defendant without seeing it. 

Huddleston, Q.C., obtained a rule, pursuant to leave 
reserved, to enter a nonsuit, on the ground that the evi- 
dence showed that there was an agreement within the 4th 
section of the Statute of Frauds, and that, as it was not 
signed by the party to be charged therewith, the plaintiffs 
could not recover; or for a new trial on the ground of 
misdirection in telling the jury, on their saying that the 
agreement was to commence in May, that the plaintiffs 
were entitled to the verdict; Bracegirdle v. Heald, 1 B. 
& Ald. 722; Snelling v. Lord Huntingfield, 1C.M.& R. 
20; Cawthorn v. Cordry, 32 L. J.C. P. 152. 

Auddleston, Q.C., and Pearce, appeared in support of 
the rule, and no one appearing to show cause against it, 
it was made absolute for a nonsuit. 

Rule absolute. 

Defexndant’s attorneys, G. S. J H.C. Brandon. 





Hirer v. ALEXANDER AND ANOTHER.—Pinder obtained 
a rule, pursuant to leave reserved, to enter the verdict for the 
plaintiff, and to amend the pleadings. 


Rice v. THe MancuEsTeR, SHEFFIELD, &c., RAILWAY 
Company.— The plaintiff had obtained, as administratrix of her 
husband, a verdict for £200 under Lord Campbell’s Act. 

Manisty, Q.C., obtained a rule, on leave reserved, to enter the 
verdict for the defendants, on the ground that there was no evi- 
dence of negligence on their part, or for a new trial on the 
ground that there was contributive negligence on the part of the 
ae ; and that the verdict was against the weight of evi- 

ence. 


Foxiey v. BannisteR.—Tindal Atkinson, Serjt., obtained a 
rule, on the part of the defendant, for a new trial, on the ground 
that the verdict was against the weight of evidence and of sur- 
prise. 

Harrison v. HeNDERsSoN.—Mon/:, Q.C., obtained a rule to 
enter a nonsuit or a verdict for the defendant, or for a new trial, 
- the ground that the verdict was against the weight of evi- 

ce. 


GREENBURGH v. Warv.—Field, Q.C., obtained a rule for a 
new trial, on the ground of surprise, and that the verdict was 
against the weight of evidence. 


Keity v. Morray.—This was an action of trover by a 
creditor’s assignee, and was tried before BRAMWELL, B., at 
Chester. 

Me Intyre obtained a rule, pursuant to leave reserved, to enter 
@ nonsuit, on the ground that the creditor’s assignee was not 
appointed till his election was confirmed by the Court of Bank- 
ruptcy ; and that, till the appointment of the creditor’s assignee, 
the property remained in the official assignee. 


Covttuvrst v. Sweet.—This was an action for money over- 
aid to the defendants as shipowners for freight, and was tried 
fore the Cuter Baron, at Kingston. 

Francis obtained a rule to enter a nonsuit, pursuant to leave 
reserved, on the grounds that the defendant, though a joint 
owner, was in no way connected with the transaction, and that, 
under the circumstances, the payment did not constitute money 
ha and received. 

Mavett v. Masoyx.—This was an action for breach of war- 
ranty and false representation on the sale of a cow affected with 
rinderpest, and was tried before Picott, B., at Stafford, the 
verdict being for the plaintiff. 

Henry Matthews obtained a rule to reduce the damages, or 
for 2 new trial, on the ground of misdirection, in leaving the 
question of special damage to the jury on all the counts, though 
it was only alleged in one. 

Bices rv. Drx.—£. Hall obtained a rule for the payment by 
the plaintiff of a sum awarded by an arbitrator, and a further 
sura due on the Master’s allocatur. 


Feitox v. Keen.—This was an action for slander and 
assault, tried before Kure, C. J., at the Guildhall. The count 
for assault merely alleged that the defendant assaulted and beat 
the plaintiff, without stating any special damage; but at the 
trial the plaintiff gave evidence that c had been knocked down, 
and so had ruptured himself, 

Montagu Chambers, Q.U., obtained a rule for a new trial, on | 
the grounds of misreception of evidence as to the rupture, and of | 


surprise, 
April 19. 
WILDES +. RUSSELL, 
This was an action for money had and received by the 





defendant while occupying the office of Clerk of the 


Peace in the county of Kent. The defendant had suc- 
ceeded the plaintiff as Clerk of the Peace, and the 
plaintiff alleged that he had been improperly dismissed, 
and was still entitled to receive the fees. At the trial 
the plaintiff was nonsuited, and it was agreed that it 
should be left to the Court to say whether the nonsuit 
was right. 

Chambers, Q.C., now moved accordingly, and it was 
ordered that a statement of the material facts should be 
drawn up by counsel for the decision of the Court. 

HARTLEY v. HINDMARCH. 

This action was tried before SmirH, J., at the last 
sittings for London. The action was for an assault, on 
account of which the defendant had previously been 
summoned before a magistrate and fined. The defendant 
relied upon 24 & 25 Vict. c. 100, s. 45, on the ground 
that after the summons and fine no further proceedings 
could betaken. This conviction, however, had only been 
proved by the evidence of the magistrate’s clerk, and not 
by the production of a certificate; and a verdict was 
entered for £30. 

Digby Seymour, Q.C., now obtained a rule nisi, calling 
upon the plaintiff to show cause why the issue raised by 
the third plea should not be entered for the defendant as 
a bar to the action, or for a new trial. 


THE WIRRALL WATERWORKS COMPANY v. LLOYD 
CLERK TO THE Loca, BoaRD OF HEALTH OF 
TRANMERE. 

This was an action of ejectment, and was tried before 
MELLOR, J., at Liverpool, when a verdict was found for 
the plaintiffs; leave being reserved to the defendant 
to move for a rule to enter a nonsuit or a verdict for the 
defendant. 

The plaintiffs had obtained a judgment against the 
defendant, upon which a writ of elegit had been issued ; 
and the question was, whether the plaintiffs were em- 
powered by this writ to take possession of property 
acquired by the defendants for .carrying out the objects 
for which the local board was appointed. 

Meilish, Q.C., on behalf of the defendants, now ob- 
tained a rule accordingly. 





SmirH v. THACKERAH.—The plaintiff was owner of land ad- 
joining land belonging to the defendant, and brought this action 
to recover damages for injury done to his property by the defend- 
ant. The defendant had dug a well on his land, at a distance of 
twelve or fifteen inches from the land of the plaintiff, which 
caused the land of the latter to subside; this action was brought 
to recover damages on account of this subsidence. It was tried 
at Kingston. A verdict was found for the defendant. 

Robinson, Serjt., now obtained a rule to enter a verdict for 
the plaintiff, on the ground that the — had given evidence 
of appreciable damage caused to him by the act of the defendant. 

McKean v. Cave.—This was an action for goods sold and 
delivered. Plea, never indebted. It was tried before Lusu, J., 
at Manchester, and a verdict was found for the plaintiff for 
£623 6s. The question was whether the plaintiff sold the goods 
on his own account, or as agent for third persons. 

E. James, Q.C., now obtained a rule to set aside the verdict 
on account of misdirection, or for a new trial on account of the 
verdict being against the weight of evidence. 

Tuorre v. Facty.—This was an action of ejectment to re- 
cover possession of some property near Exeter. It was tried 
before Byes, J., when a verdict was entered for the defendant, 
with leave reserved to the plaintiff to move for a rule to show 
cause why the verdict should not be entered for him. 

The premises in question were, together with others, mort- 
gaged by the defendant’s ancestor to the plaintifl’s ancestor in 
18% The mortgagor remained in possession of the whole until 
1847, when the mortgagee brought an action of ejectment and 
recovered judgment. No writ of possession was then executed, 
but possession was given of all the premises mortgaged, with the 
exception of those now sought to be recovered, 

arslake, Q.C., now obtained a rule accordingly, 


Joun v. Coutson; Wootcock v. Covutson.—These were 
two actions of ejectment brought to recever land in Cornwall, 
and tried before Brees, J. 

Verdicts were found for the plaintiffs. 

Coleridge, Q.C., now moved for a rule to show cause why the 
verdicts should not be set aside, and new trials granted on ac- 
count of the verdicts being against the weight of evidence. 

Rule refused, 


TPS SPE Ne ie STR 


Se 














nearer 


ea 











597 





April 28, 1866. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 





Beckett v. THe Miptanp Rartway Company.—This 
was an action to recover dam caused to the plaintiff’s house 
by the construction of the defendants’ railway. The plaintiff 
complained (1) of an obstruction to the lignt and air around his 
house, caused by the construction of an embankment for the 
purposes of the railway, at a distance of from forty to fifty feet 
from his house ; and (2) of an injury to the road in front of his 
house, caused by a portion of it having been appropriated by the 
defendants for the purpose of making the said embankment. A 
verdict was found for the plaintiff for £80. 

O’ Malley, Q.C., now moved for a rule to set aside the verdict, 
and for a new trial, on the ground (1) of misdirection, and (2) 
because the verdict was against the weight of evidence. 

Erte, C.J.—You may take a rule on the second point. As to 
the first, we find no expression in the summing up which would 
form a foundation for your objection. 


TRIPP’AND ANOTHER v. WoopHovsE.—The defendant in 
this case carried on business at Leeds, under the style of “J. 
Woodhouse & Co.” His son carried on a separate business, 
under the style of “J. E. Woodhouse & Co.” The plaintiffs 
made an advance upon certain goods belonging to the son, who, 
subsequently, got into difficulties. This action was brought to 
recover the money so advanced from the father, and the question 
was to whom was credit given. A verdict was found for the 
defendant. 

Manisty, Q.C., now moved for a rule for a new trial, on ac- 
count of the verdicts being against the weight of evidence. 

Rule refused. 

April 20, 


MANCHESTER WAREHOUSE Company (LIMITED) v. BEat- 
TIE.—E. James, Q.C., obtained a rule, pursuant to leave re- 
served, to enter the verdict for the defendant. 


Owen v. Noon.—This was an action, on an alleged agree- 
ment by the defendant, to join a hosiery company as a promoter. 

Sues, J., nonsuited the plaintiff, on the ground that there was 
no evidence for the jury of any such agreement. 

D. Seymour, Q.C., moved for a rule to set aside the nonsuit, 
and for a new trial, 

Rule refused. 


NEGROPONTE v. CROSSLEY AND OTHERS.—Quain obtained 
@ rule, pursuant to leave reserved, to enter a nonsuit, or a ver- 
dict for the defendants. 


ELLERTON AND ANOTHER v. LAPRAIK.—This was an action 
by the assigness of a bankrupt tallyman on a contract for the 
sale of his rounds, goodwill, and book debts, to another tally- 
man, the defendant. At the trial before Exuz, C.J., at 
Kingston, the jury found a verdict for £585 for the plaintiff. 

Joyce now moved for a new trial on the grounds of misdirec- 
tion, and of the verdict being against the weight of evidence. 
He contended that the bargain was not complete, and that there 
was only a negociation between the parties. 

Rule refused. 


Gray v. RAPER AND OTHERS.—This was an action on a 
promissary note, tried before KratinG, J., at Guildhall. The 
makers of the note were the officers of a friendly society. 

MeCalmont obtained a rule to enter the verdict for the de- 
fendants, on the ground that the Court had no jurisdiction to 
try the cause, inasmuch as by 25 & 26 Vict. c. 89, s. 202, the 
defendants could not be sued without the leave; of {the Court in 
which the society was being wound up. - 


MARKWELL v. Knicut.—Beasley obtained a rule for a new 
trial, unless the plaintiff should consent to reduce the damages 
to a nominal sum. 


Warp v. Westcourt.—Action for wrongful dismissal of 
the sub-editor and shorthand writer of an Exeter newspaper, 
tried before CHANNELL, B., at Bristol. 

Karslake, Q.C., moved for a rule for a new trial, on the 
ground that the verdict was against evidence and the damages 
excessive. 

The rule was granted on the 23rd. 

Gower v. Ear or CArDIGAN.—Keane, Q.C., moved for 
a rule to enter the verdict for the defendant, pursuant to leave 
reserved, or for a new trial on the grounds of misdirection, and 
of the verdict being against evidence. 

Motion suspended. 

Yerts v. Fox.—X. Digby obtained a rule for the issue of a 
new writ of inquiry, unless the defendant should consent to 
nominal damages. 

Gritt v. THe GENERAL [ron Screw Cottier Company 
(Limitep).—Z. James, Q.C., obtained a rule, pursuant to leave 
reserved, to enter the verdict for the defendants, to arrest the 
judgment, or for a new trial. 

April 21. 

Crow v, ARMSTRONG.—This was an action for the return of 
freight, which the plaintiff said had been overpaid, in con- 
sequence of the defendant not having carried a complete deck 
load as he had agreed to by charter-party. It was tried before 





Lvsn, J., on the Northern Circuit, and a verdict was found for 
the plaintiff. 
emple, Q.C., now moved for a rule to show cause why there 
should not be a new trial, on the ground that the verdict was 
against the weight of evidence. 
The Court (after consultation with Lvsu, J.) refused the rule. 


SATTERFIELD v. IssELL.—This was an action for money had 
and received. The defendant paid £106 into court, and as to the 
residue of the plaintiff’s claim pleaded a set off for freight. 

It was tried before MELLok, J., at Liverpool, and a verdict 
was found for the plaintiff for £347 beyond the sum paid into 


urt. 

C. Russell now moved for a rule to enter a non-suit, or a ver- 
dict for the defendant, pursuant to leave reserved, or for a new 
trial, on the ground that the verdict was against the weight of 
evidence. 

The question turned upon the mode in which the freight was 
to be calculated. 

Erte, C.J.—Therc can be no nonsuit ifthe jury believed the 
evidence. It was a question for them. We will grant a rule 
nisi for a new trial, if the judge says he was dissatisfied with 
the verdict. 

Corcos v. Home AND CoLontAL INsuRANCE COMPANY 
(Lim1TED).—This was an action ona policy of insurance, and was 
tried before Erte, C.J., at Guildhall, when a verdict was 
entered for the plaintiff for £269 16s. 9d. 

Edward James, Q.C., now moved for a rule nisi for a new 
trial, on the ground that the verdict was against the weight of 
evidence. 

Rule refused. 


Witkrsson v. Evans.—This was an action for goods sold 
and delivered, and was tried before the UNDER-SHERIFF OF 
CHESHIRE, who nonsuited the plaintiff, and gave him leave to 
move to enter a verdict for £7 1s. 3d. 

Morgan Lloyd now moved accordingly. The questions were— 
(1) was there any memorandum of the agreement sufficient to 
satisfy the Statute of Frauds, and (2) was there any evidence of 
an agreement. 

A rule was granted on the first point. 

Warne v. Scott; Scott v. Wartnc.—These cross actions 
had been referred to the Master, under the Common Law Pro- 
cedure Act, and he found in favour of Waring in both cases. 

Holl now moved for a rule to —— the order of reference, 
on the ground that the arbitration had proceeded ex parte without 
giving peremptory notice to the other side to attend. 

Rule granted on payment of, or giving security for, £100. 

Carr v. THE WALLACHIAN PeTRoLeuM Company (LI- 
MITED).—This was an action brought on a guarantee given by 
the defendants, for the performance of two charter-parties, 
entered into by the plaintiffs. It was tried before Erg, C.J., 
at Guildhall, when a verdict was found for the plaintiffs for 
£686 12s. 6d. 

Watkin Williams now obtained a rule to reduce the damages 
to £343 6s. 3d. 


StanHorsE v. THorsBy.—This was an appeal under the 20 
& 21 Vict. c. 43. 

Fitzyames Stephens now moved for a rule to show causé why 
the case should not be struck out, on the ground that the :§ 
pellant had not entered into recognizance pursuant to section 3. 

ERE, C.J.—We can decide the whole question on the argu- 
ment of the case. 

Rule refused. 


MELDRUM v. CHAPMAN.—This case was tried before BYLEs, 
J., at Guildhall, The declaration was upon the money counts, 
and the defendant pleaded never indebted, and a deed of com- 
position. A verdict was entered for the plaintiff for £176. 

Cole now ob‘ained a rule nisi to reduce the damages to £100, 
or for a new trial, on the ground of misdirection. 


NEEDHAM v. BREMNER.—This was an action to recover the 
sum of £20 7s., for necessaries supplied to the defendant's wife. 
It was tried in the Mayor's Court. 

H. James now moved for a rule nisi to enter the verdict for 
the defendant, on the ground that the defendant could not be 
bound by the acts of his wife as his agent, she having been 
proved in a Divorce Suit to have committed adultery. 

Rule granted. 


Usnorng ¢. BAKER.—This was an action upon an agreement 
under which, in consideration of the plaintitls not selling certain 
shares which he had purchased for the benefit of a third person, 
the defendant promised to pay him any loss he might incur in 
consequence of holding the shares, 

A verdict was entered for the plaintiff for £134, and leave was 
reserved to move for a rule far a new trial on the ground of mis- 
direction, and that the verdict was against the weight of 
evidence. 

Tho principal question was whether there was any evidence of 
the defendants having entered into the agreement mentioned in 
the declaration. Cir. adv. rude. 
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CasTRiQvE v. RAWLES.—This was an action on a bill of 
exchange, and was tried before Bytes, J., at Guildhall. A 
verdict was found for the defendant. 

Philbrick now moved for a rule to show cause why the verdict 
should not be entered for the plaintiff as being against the 
weight of evidence. } 

Rule refused. 


NEALE rv. UsHER.—This case was tried before WILLEs, J., 
at Middlesex, on the 17th April. A verdict was found for the 
defendant. 

Milward, Q.C., now moved for a rule to set aside the verdict, 
and for a new trial, on the ground that the verdict was not sup- 
ported by the evidence. ‘ 

Exe, C.J.—We will consult my brother WILLEs. 


In RE SARAH ExizABETH Denton.—Ledgard obtained leave 
from the Court, on behalf of the applicant, to enable her to con- 
vey her separate property under 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 74, s. 91, 
without the concurrence of her husband. 


MorrisH v. YATES.—This was an action to recover a total 
loss upon a policy of insurance, on the successful laying down of 
the Atlantic cable, between Ireland and ‘Newfoundland. By the 
policy, as set out in the declaration, the subject-matter of the 
insurance was valued at £300. An order had been made for the 
consolidation of this with other actions on the same risk, against 
other defendants. 

Quain now moved for a rule nisi to take this case out of the 
consolidation order, upon an affidivat sworn to by the defendant, 
which stated that the policy was an open one when he signed it, 
and that it had since been converted into a valued policy 
without his knowledge or consent. 

Erte, C.J.—If the defendant is entitled to redress, the Court 
of Chancery will relieve him, you must apply to have the policy 
corrected. 

m Rule refused. 
April 23. 

In the cases of Usborne v. Baker and Satterfield v. Issell, 
moved on the 19th, the Court refused the rules. 


Re a Marrrep Woman.— Wills obtained a rule to dispense, 
with the husband’s concurrence in a conveyance. 


In THE MATTER OF AN ARBITRATION BETWEEN SAvuN- 
pERS, BALrour, AND ReEp.—Philbrick obtained a rule for 
the payment of the balance of a sum of money under an award. 


Frietac v. Dunnace.—W. B. Cooper moved for a new 
trial, on the grounds that the verdict was against evidence and 
the damages excessive. 

The Court said they would consult WILLEs. 

Harrison v. SErMour.—Sir G. Honyman (E. James, Q.C., 
with him) showed cause against a rule to enter the verdict for 
= defendant on the fourth plea, and argued a demurrer to that 

€a. 

. Brown, Q.C., contra. 
{= Honyman in reply. 

The question raised was an agreement relating to the build- 
ing, repairs, &c., of certain ships so varied by a subsequent 
agreement as to discharge the defendant, who was a surety. 
The Court observed that the transaction was complicated to 
an unusual degree, but the law was clear, and gave judgment for 
the plaintiff. 

Judgment for plaintiff. 

Plaintiff's attorneys, Thomas & Hollams. 

Defendant's attorneys, Elmslie, Forsyth, & Sedgwick. 





COURT OF EXCHEQUER. 
April 17. 

Cuant v. Sovru-Eastern Rartway Company. — This 
was an action brought by a husband to recover damages for the 
loss resulting to him from the death of his wife, who had been 
killed while crossing the line of the defendants. 

The case was tried before the Lord Chief Baron at Guildhall, 
when the jury found for the plaintiff—damages, £200. 

The plaintiff gave evidence of his being a gardener in the 
employment of a gentleman; that he had four children, aged 
respectively 21, 15, 9, and 7 ; but owing to his then becoming 
very much affected he was allowed to leave the box. 

No further evidenc2 of his having suffered any pecuniary loss 
was given. 

Ballantine, Serjt., in Hilary Term, obtained a rule to show 
cause why the damages should not be reduced, on the ground 
that there was no evidence of pecuniary loss, or why the verdict 
should not be set aside and a new trial had. 

Huddleston, Q.C. (with him H. Matthews), showed cause. 

Poland (with him Ballantine), in support of the rule. 

Potiock, C.B.—We are all of opinion that this rule should 
be discharged. The difference between the amount that the 
court could not complain of being given, and that which the 
jury have actually given, is not enough to warrant us in inter- 
fermg with their verdict, The rule must therefore be dis- 
charged. 


* 





Martin, B.—I am of the same opinion. At the time this 
rule was obtained, it was understood that substantial damages 
were to be allowed. The wife of a poor man, in the absence of 
evidence to the contrary, may be presumed to be of some 
pecuniary value to him. It would be different if there was 
anything to show that this evidence had been kept back ; but in 
this case the plaintiff was asked to withdraw, he being sincerely 
affected. The application was also made for a new trial, but the 
company will sustain no injury from this being refused, as a 
greater loss in costs, &c., would result to them from its being 
granted, and it is mercy to them not to allow the rule to be made 
absolute. 


BRAMWELL, B.—I am of opinion that the rule ought to be 
discharged. No question of law arises in this case. There was 
no evidence of the condition of the wife, and Mr. Poland sa 
that in the absence of that there was no evidence of her heal 
industry, and usefulness ; but it seems to me that in the absence 
of evidence the normal condition must be supposed to exist, and 
it must therefore be assumed that she was a woman of ordinary 
industry, strength, &c. Itis then for the jury to Bigs ond 
the husband has sustained any loss and what ey have 
assessed that loss. I cannot say they are wrong, psig li 
might have thought that a lower sum would have 
sufficient. 

Piceot, B., concurred. ’ 

Rule discharged. 


BoLincBRooK AND Uxor, Administratriz, v. KErr.—This 
was an action for goods sold and delivered, and was tried before 
BRAMWELL, B., at the Middlesex sittings during last term, 
when the plaintiffs were nonsuited. 

Holl obtained a rule, in pursuance of leave reserved, to set 
the nonsuit aside, and to enter a verdict for the plaintiffs in 
accordance with the finding of the jury, and also to amend the 
pleadings by striking out the name of the female plaintiff. 

The intestate, father of the female plaintiff, died in 1860, and 
administration was taken out by his daughter, the female 
plaintiff. The male plaintiff married the female plaintiff, and 
they both carried on the business of the intestate with his money. 
The goods, the subject of the present action, were purchased by 
the plaintiffs, in 1862, with money produced by the sale of some 
of intestate’s goods, and were subsequently sold to the defendant. 
The question hence arose whether the female plaintiff ought to 
have joined in the action, and if not, whether the ote at 
the trial and the Court now had power to amend the f i 
by striking out the name of the female plaintiff. 

Willoughby contended that the wife of the male plaintiff was 
wrongly joined, and that the Court had no power to make the 
amendment. 

Holl argued in support of the rule. 

The Court gave no judgment, but were clearly of opinion that 
the wife was wrongly joined, and that they had power to make 
the requisite amendment. A stet processus was then agreed 
upon, the plaintiff undertaking to pay the amount. No costs on 


either side. 
April 19, 


Kent v. THE Lonpon anp NortH-WeEsTERN RAILWAY 
Company.—This case was tried at Shrewsbury, before 
MontaGuE Smiru, J. Verdict for the plaintiff—damages, 
£9 14s. 6d. 

The agg who was a jeweller carrying on business at 
Shrews of had sent some rings, without declaring their 
value, i e defendant’s railway to Leamington. These were 
lost by the company, whose liability, except so far as they were 
protected by the Carrier’s Act, was admitted. When the 
plaintiff first applied to the company for compensation, he stated 
the value of the rings to be from £17 to £20 (which was, in fact, 
the retail price). But at the trial, the defendants having 
pleaded the Carrier's Act, he stated the value to be £9 14s. 6d., 
the price at which the rings were invoiced to him by the manu- 

turers, 

Powell, Q.C., applied for a rule for a new trial on the ground of 
misdirection (the damages being under £20), and contended that 
the value of the rings must mean their value to the plaintiff at 
Leamington, where he could not have replaced them under £17 ; 
and cited Rice v. Baxendale, 7 H. & N. 


Po.iock, C.B.—There can be no rule; we must treat this 
matter as it actually comes before us. You make out no case on 
the ground of misdirection, and we cannot interfere with the 
at of the eg at the ground of its being against the weight 


of evidence (the ages being less than £20). 
The rest of the court concurred, 
Rule refused. 


Bennetr v. Dairy.—This case was tried before CHAN- 
NELL, B., at Exeter. The jury returned @ verdict for the de- 
fendant 


The action was upon a bill, and the question was whether the 
plaintiff was a bond fide holder of the bill for value. 

ae Q.C., applied for u rule for a new trial, on the 
ground 0 the verdict having been against the weight of evidence, 

The Court refused the rule, 
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CAULFIELD ¥. GRANGE.—This case was tried before 
Picott, B., at Stafford, when the plaintiff was nonsuited. 

Gray, Q.C., moved for a rule to set the nonsuit aside. 

Rule refused. 


CassELL v, Morton.—This case was tried before BRam- 
WELL, B., at Chester. : 
Grant moved for 4 rule for a new trial on the ground of sur- 


prise. 
Rule refused. 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY, 
April 20. 
(Before Mr, Commissioner HoLroyp). 

In RE Hotiison.—This was an adjourned sitting for exa- 
mination and discharge. 

C. E. Lewis (solicitor) appeared for the assignees, and Reed 
for the bankrupt. 

F. J. Hollis was an attorney, practising at Winchester. He 
applied to the Court upon his own petition, in consequence of 
his non-success in a chancery suit instituted against a gentleman 
named Bulpit, in which he was condemned in costs. At a 
former sitting the bankrupt had been required to file a more 
explicit statement with regard to an interest in the Itchen Navi- 
gation Company, which he had valued at £20,000. A statement 
of accounts returns debts and liabilities £685. 

C. E. Lewis said the case was still in the same position. The 
bankrupt had sought the aid of this Court merely for the pur- 

se of freeing himself from two debts, which he ought to have 

ischarged. As for the value placed by the bankrupt upon his 
interest in the Itchen Navigation Company, that was quite imagi- 
nary, and the assignees would be only too pleased if they could 
realize anything from it. He suggested that the sitting should 
be again adjourned. 

On behalf of the bankrupt it was contended that no further 
ihformation could possibly be given with regard to his interest 
in the Itchen Navigation Company. Although his interest was 
not at present of marketable value, it was quite possible that the 
shares might prove to be as valuable as those of the New River 
Company. e bankrupt had been a long time before the 
Court, and he submitted that he was now entitled to his order of 
discharge. 

His Honour reviewed the figures, and said he thought the 
bankrupt was now entitled to pass his examination. 

In answer to the Court, Lewis said he did not think he could 
bring the bankrupt’s conduct within the 159th section. 

The order of discharge was then granted. 








REVIEW. 


Solicitors’ Bookkeeping by Two Methods, single column and 
double column, with Forms and Practical Illustrations for 
the working of each ; together with directions for balancing 
the past accounts prior to the substitution of either of the 
above systems; and also directions for commencing new 
books at once without previously balancing. By GEORGE 
James Karn, F.R.S. London: Waterlow & Sons. 

This work is one of the best illustrations of the much- 
ignored truth that the most scientific method of treatment 
is generally capable of being made also the most practical. 

he author in his preface states the ‘‘ whole art of book- 
keeping” in a few clear words, which, when once thoroughly 
taken in, leave but little to be taught on the subject. 

‘¢ All business transactions between man and man being 
either in credit or for cash, there are but four kind of entries 
to record—receiving credit, giving credit; receiving cash, 
giving cash. ‘The results of bookkeeping required to be 
known are three, to show how those transactions affect the 
practitioner's position with— 

1st. Himself (cash or capital). 

2nd. His business (profit or loss), 

8rd. The world (debts due to or from him). 

The most complex balance-sheet ever produced contains 
no more than these three results and their sub-divisions,” 

Having thus shown the true simplicity of the subject, 
when rightly looked at, and made some forcible remarks 
upon the duty incumbent on every professional man of keep- 
ing his books in proper order, Mr, Kain proceeds to explain 
his system. 

This we shall not do for him—first, because it would be 
unfair; and, secondly, because we could not materially 
shorten his statement without spoiling it; suffice it to say 
that it appears to us to be as enn, efficacious as_ the 
most complicated system of Italian double entry, and infi- 





nitely more comprehensible than any ordinary trade books 
we have come across. In truth, there are not two systems 





of bookkeeping possible (for we do not call single entry books 
kept at all), but there are many methods of carrying out the 

stem, and Mr, Kain’s appears to us one of the very best of 
them. 

The single column books, though very simple, and suitable 
for a firm whose transactions consist exclusively in profes- 
siona] charges and expenses, is not so well adapted for gene- 
ral purposes as the double column, which in effect converts 
the cash journal into a complete record of all the transac- 
tions, wal supersedes all necessity for bill book, cash book, 
journal, and all the other books of the same nature which 
generally figure (whether duly used or not) in a set of trade 
account books. Of the triple column system we cannot 
speak, as, though referred to in the work before us, it is not 
described. 

The work concludes with copious specimens of accounts 
kept according to the two systema, from which any one with 
the slightest previous knowledge can at once Jearn to keep 
his accounts with accuracy and facility. 





COURTS. 


COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH. 
Sittings in Banco,—(Before BLackBuRN, SHEE, and 
ME Lor, JJ.) 

April 23.—Strauss v. Francis.—Libel,—Dr. Kenealy 
moved for a rule nisi for a new trial ini this case. 

The action, our readers are probably awere, was for an 
alleged libel written by Mr. Lush, the judge’s son, in the 
shape of a review of the plaintiff's work, and published by 
the defendant, who is the publisher of the Atheneum. 
The action was tried at the last assizes for Surrey, at 
Kingston, before Lord Chief Justice Erle, when, after a 
great many extracts from the work had been read, the 
plaintiffs counsel got up and said that he thought he could 
not carry his case further, and then the counsel on both 
sides made an arrangement that a juror should be with- 
drawn. It was contended by the plaintiff that his counsel 
on the trial had no authority whatever to destroy his 
client’s case, to abandon it, and give it up wholly to the 
winds, without some communication with his client. He 
wished it to be understood that he had no wish to cast the 
slightest imputation on his learned friend who conducted 
the case for the plaintiff. 

Mr. Justice Mettor.—Then your contention is, that no 
counsel without the express consent of his client can agree 
to the withdrawal of a juror? 

Dr. Kenealy.—Yes. He would quote the case of Swinfen 
v. Swinfen in favour of his point, 

Mr. Justice BLackBuRN said that went a great deal fur. 
ther than this case. The decision referred to had been 
very much doubted. A 

Dr. Kenealy said he was not aware that that decision 
had been judicially doubted since it was decided. He wag 
aware that doubts had been expressed with reference to it 
in other quarters, on the ground of its being an inconve. 
nient decision, 

Mr, Justice MetLor.—That case was with regard to the 
apportioning an estate, . 

Dr. Kenealy said that all he contended for was the ad- 
mission that counsel had only a limited authority, This 
was @ compromise of the case, and in such a case counsel 
must have the special instruction of his client to do so, 
An attorney could not withdraw from a case without the 
consent and authority of his client without subjecting 
himself to an action for negligence. If an attorney could 
not do it, could it be said that a barrister could do what 
an attorney could not? 

Mr. Justice MELLOR.—The question is, whether after 
tho defendant’s case had commenced, and the plaintifi’s 
counsel considered it would be worse for him to go on, he 
has authority to stop the case ? 

Dr, Kenealy contended that a counsel could not even 
consent to a nonsuit without the plaintiff being called, and 
if a counsel could not agree to a nonsuit without the assent 
and knowledge of his client, a fortiori, he could not con. 
sent without the authority of his client to a p i 
which tied up his hands far worse than if a verdict 
against him, because in the latter caso he could set the 
verdict aside, but in that of the withdrawal of a juror he 
had no remedy. He moved on affidavits, one from the 
managing clerk of the plaintiff's attorney, stating that ho 
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had informed the learned counsel that his client would not 
consent to the withdrawal of a juror. 

Mr. Justice BLacksurn said that was more in the shape 
of a remonstrance than an expressed prohibition. 

The plaintiff, in an affidavit which he had drawn up 
himself in rather strong language, said he was present at 
the trial and was ready to be examined, and that he had 
several witnesses of high literary standing and competent 
scholarship ready also to give evidence in his favour. 
That when he was informed that his counsel proposed to 
give up his case, he energetically protested against it, and 
he insisted that the book which had been so unfairly 
assailed should be put in as evidence, and that no conside- 
ration would have induced him to withdraw his case from 
the consideration of the jury, but that when he returned 
into court, he was only just in time to hear the defendant’s 
counsel’s concluding remark to agree to withdraw a juror. 
Had he been in time, he should have protested against the 
proposed abandonment of his case, and have asked for the 
brief and conducted the case himself. No consideration 
would have induced him to withdraw a juror, and no con- 
sideration would have induced him to withdraw from the 
cause, but that rather it should go to the jury, no matter 
what the issue might be. 

The learned counsel (Dr. Kenealy) contended that a 
counsel was hired for his advocacy in a trial, and not for 
his judgment. The two things were very different. He 
had no right to surrender a case to the opposite party 
without instructions, 

Mr. Justice MELLOR hoped no counsel would receive a 
brief with his hands so fettered. Counsel ought not to 
receive a brief with such instructions. There would be 
more danger likely to result from counsel's hands being 
so tied than in the client being able to gratify his litigious 
spirit. 

Dr, Kenealy said counsel might refuse to act unless he 
had unlimited power to act. The learned counsel con- 
tended that counsel was confined to advocacy and not to 
give his judgment and discretion. It was the legitimate 
duty of an attorney to make compromises and bargains. 
He protested against the doctrine that counsel had un. 
limited authority. 

Mr. Justice BLACKBURN said the rule must be refused. 
There was nothing in the affidavits that had been pro- 
duced to show that the client had withdrawn the counsel’s 
authority, or to lead to the conclusion that the counsel had 
done such an unprofessional thing as to be the mere mouth- 
piece of the client, and to conduct the case without his 
own judgment, but, as Dr. Kenealy seemed to think, sub- 
ject merely to give his eloquence and skill. On the con- 
trary, one of the most important parts of the duty of a 
counsel was to exercise his judgment and discretion also, 
The learned counsel had only done what was within the 
competency of counsel to deal with in the management of 
a cause. 

The other learned judges concurred. 

Rule refused. 


April 19,—Redhead v. The Midland Railway Company.— 
In this case the plaintiff sought to recover damages for an 
injury cause by the breakdown of a carriage in which he 
was travelling on the line of the’ Company. The action 
was tried before Mr. Justice Lush at the last assizcs at 
Durham. The plaintiff's case was that the carriage was 
old and worn-out, and so broke down. The case of the 
company was, that it was a very good carriage, and that 
it had actually been inspected and found to be so, but that 
there was some latent defect in a tire of one of the wheels, 
which escaped inspection. The learned judge ruled that 
if this were so, there was no liability on the company, as 
they were not liable for latent defects not discoverable by 
reasonable care and skill. The consequence was that the 
plaintiff was nonsuited. 

Mr. Manisty (with him Mr, T. Jones and Mr. Kemplay) 
now moved on his behalf for a rule for a new trial, on the 
double ground that the learned judge was wrong in his 
law, and that there had been a miscarriage of justice 
through false evidence as to the condition of the carriage 
at the time. Upon this latter ground affidavits were filed 
setting forth that on reading the report of the trial, a lady 
who had been a passenger by the same train, on the same 
journey, wrote to the plaintiff’s advisers, stating that she 
had observed the old worn-out condition of the carriage, 
and complained of it; and it appeared that upon her eyi- 





dence another passenger brought an action which was 
settled by the paymont of £1,000. Upon the former point, 
a question of law, the learned counsel cited several cases in 


which it had been held in the old ‘* coaching ”’ days that a 


coach proprietor was bound to provide carriages which were 
‘¢ roadworthy,” or fit for use, and was liable for accidents 
caused even by latent defeots, and he applied that law to 
railway companies, 

The Court, though intimating some doubt as to the 
point of law, granted a rule nisi for a new trial on both 


grounds, a 
COURT OF COMMON PLEAS. 
(Sittings at Nisi Prius, in Middlesex, before Mr. Justice 
WILLEs and a Common Jury.) 

April 21,—Lewis v. Lewis, —This was an action brought 
by the plaintiff, a barrister, against his brother, a captain 
in the army, to recover damages for slander. 

Mr. Kenealey and Mr. Thomas appeared for the plaintiff, 
and Mr. Hawkins, Q.C., and Mr. Brandt for the defendant. 

It appears that the plaintiff and defendant (whose real 
name appears to be Levi) were not on very good terms, 
and that the plaintiff having called on the defendant at his 
club, the defendant returned the card, and declined to 
hold any communication with the plaintiff. The plaintiff 
thereupon wrote to the defendant two letters of an insult- 
ing character, of which the second was as follows :— 

‘¢ Ernest, —You blackguard, I have waited here to see 
you. Let me know where you are to be seen. I want a 
few words with you! 

“C, Wray Lewis, 97, Warwick-street, S.W. 

“To Captain Levi, Esq., &c.” 

On the receipt of this letter, the defendant called a 
Hansom cab and drove to the address in the letter, and in- 
quired for the plaintiff. There was some dispute as to 
what passed at the interview, but it was admitted that 
there were high words on both sides, and the plaintiff 
swore that the defendant said, in the presence of his Jand- 
lady and her servant, “ You are a d—d Jew thief, you rob 
every one, you have taken these apartments to rob these 
people, you are a bavkrupt, and you have robbed all your 
tradespeople, you are a —— murderer; you murdered your 
child and your father ; I give you all warning, he will rob 
you all.” 

The defendant admitted that he had said that the plain- 
tiff had taken the apartments for the purpose of robbing 
them, and that he had robbed everybody, but denied the 
rest of the charge, 

The defendant then drove away, and in consequence of 
the disturbance, Mrs. Prescott, the landlady, gave the 
plaintiff notice to quit, and as soon as it was convenient he 
left. 

In cross-examination, the plaintiff admitted that on 
leaving he did not pay Mrs. Prescott any money, but gave 
her a promissory note for £11 for rent due, He did not 
know whether his butcher and baker were left unpaid, Ho 
left lodgings in Northumberland-place, owing 380s, for rent. 
He gave the landlady a cheque for £3, and asked for the 
difference. The cheque was dishonoured, but he believed 
that it was not presented until two months after it was 
drawn. He had been twice bankrupt, and his father had 
paid £20,000 for his debts, and made him a weekly allow- 
ance, When he left the letter at the club addressed to the 
defendant as Captain “Levi,” he meant to insult him. 
The family name was, in fact, Levi, 

The jury, without hesitation, found for the defendant. 

The learned JupGr said that, as he might feel it to be 
his duty, after consulting the other judges, to send a copy 
of his notes to the benchers of the plaintiff's inn of court, 
he wished to know what inn it was. 

Mr. Brandt,—Grayr's-inn, my lord, 





COURT OF EXCHEQUER. 
(Sittings in Banco, before the Lorp Curer Baron, and 
‘  Bramwetrt, Martin, and Picort, BB.) 

April 20.—Bill v. Bagnall.—This case was tried before 
Mr. Baron Bramwell, when a verdict was found for the 
plaintiff, 

Mr. Bush Cooper now moved for a rule calling upon the 
plaintiff to show cause why the taxation of his costs should 
not be reviewed, and why the plaintiff should not pay the 
costs of the present application, 

It appeared that the case had come before Mr. Justice 
Willes upon summons, who thought, under the circum. 
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stances, that the application ought to be made to the full 
Court. The affidavit of increase was sworn by the plaintiff. 
All the witnesses were charged for as having attended in 
the country for eight days. 

Mr. Cooper read an affidavit made by a man named 
Panton, in which he swears that, instead of having received 
a sum of £9 10s., which had been charged in the plaintiffs 
bill of costs, he had received £3 10s. and no more, and at 
the request of the clerk of the plaintiff's attorney he had 
signed a receipt for £7 10s., protesting against being called 
upon to do so at the time; but the clerk informed him that 
it was a mere matter of form, and that the balance would 
be sent down and paid to him. 

It was said that all the witnesses for the plaintiff, ex- 
cepting one, went by the same train with Panton and 
returned with him, and that they were only away six days 
altogether. 

Panton swore a second affidavit, in which he differed 
materially from the first he made. He says that he re- 
ceived £3 only in money, and settled the balance in ac- 
count; that he did not understand the first affidavit he had 
made, and had been deceived as to its contents. 

Panton then made a third affidavit, in which he said that 
the clerk had taken him to a public-house before he made 
his second affidavit; that he (Panton) got drunk, and did 
not understand the nature of the second affidavit, 

The affidavits made by the other witnesses contain this 
remarkable paragraph, that they were absent ‘six days or 
more.” Hach affidavit contains the same paragraph. 

Th» Covrt granted a rule. 





COURT OF ADMIRALTY, 
(Before the Right Hon, Dr, Lusurneton.) 

April 24,—Claims by the American Government.—The 
Chameleon, otherwise the Tallahassee—This was a claim 
made on the part of the American Government to recover 
a valuable vessel, which had been employed in the Con- 
federate service, and after the cessation of hostilities was 
found with other vessels at Liverpool. The Government 
of the United States had instituted a suit in the sum of 
£20,000, to recover the vessel and tackle, and the marshal 
of the Court (Mr. Evan Jones) had arrested the ship, and 
she was now in his possession, The cause came on to-day 
for hearing, and was not opposed. 

Dr. Twiss, Q.C., and Mr. E. C. Clarkson applied for an 
order that the vessel might be delivered up to the United 
States, as belonging to their Government, It had been 
used by the Confederates, 

His Lorpsuir asked if there was any objection ? 

Dr. Twiss believed there was none, 

The learned Junce said, as there was no objection, the 
application would be granted. 

Order accordingly. 





MARYLEBONE POLICE COURT. 

April 21.—Dr. Thomas de Meschin, 5, Fig Tree-court, 
Temple, Barrister (better known as Mr. Mossom Meekins), 
was charged with committing an assault on Police-con- 
stable Michael Flannigan, 2298. ~ 

Mr. Pain, solicitor, appeared for the officer; and Mr, 
Loxton, superintendent of the S division, watched the case 
on behalf of the Commissioners of Police. 

The case was first before the Court on Thursday, when, 
at the prisoner’s request, Mr, Arnold, who was then sitting, 
adjourned the hearing upon two grounds—the first being 
that the prisoner had to attend a committee meeting of 
the House of Commons, and the second that he wanted a 
summons against the officer for assaulting him. Both cases 
were now heard together before Mr. Mansfield. 

It appeared from the evidence that the prisoner was re: 
turning home from a ball, when he came upon the police- 
man, who was walking on ‘the wrong side” of the footpath. 
The prisoner apparently ordered the policeman, somewhat 
imperiousiy, to get out of his way (although it appeared 
that there was plenty of room to pass), and on the police- 
man vefusing to do so high words ensued, at the end of 
whie’ the prisoner struck the policeman a blow on the 
cheels (he said that he only intended to knock off his hat) 
and then ran away, when he was stopped and taken into 
custody by Thomas Sudbury, 1788. Each party accused 
the other of being drunk, but the result of the whole evi- 
dence tended rather to the conclusion that both were sober. 
The policeman having given evidence to tho foregoing 
effect. Mr, Pain called 





William Bendell, police sergeant 33 8, who deposed :— 
T was acting inspector at Albany-street. The prisoner was _ 
brought in at 10 minutes to 4 in the morning. The prisoner 
said to me, ‘E should like to draw your attention to the 
constable (Flannigan), for I believe he is drunk.” I went 
to the constable and examined him, and saw there was a 
large lump on his left cheek. I said to the prisoner **The 
constable is as sober as I am, and more sober than you 
are.” Itold him if he had been quite sober perhaps he 
would not have committed the assault. He said ‘*I ownI 
did strike him, but what business "had the —— fellow to 
stand in my way?’ T asked him how he was standing in 
his way, and he said he (Flannigan) was walking up by 
the houses, instead of on the kerbstone, which was his 
place. I said the footway at Stanhope-terrace was ten or 
twelve feet wide, and he might have passed without coming 
in contact with the officer, I took the charge, and the 
prisoner said he would not be locked up, for he would defy 
me and all the magistrates in the world to detain him, as 
he had business of importance at the House of Commons, 
where he was bound to be at teno’clock. He was detained, 
He was bailed out at half-past eight. 

This being the case on behalf of the police, the com- 
plainant related his case against Flannigan, whom he had 
summoned for the assault. He seemed in a very excited 
state. He said, ‘* My chambers are at No. 5, Fig Tree- 
court, Temple. I was walking along the pavement, and I 
may say I was perfectly sober. I was walking by the wall, 
and as I came up he (Flannigan) moved towards it. There 
was room enough before for me to pass. I said that was 
extraordinary conduct, and was about going on, when he 
kept attempting to strike me in the face or some other part 
of my body. I put up my arm and received the blow upon 
it, which was an extremely violent blow. He called me 
all sorts of names, and I saw he was drunk, and I believe 
I said I would strike him, I thought the best thing I 
could do to get from him would be to knock off his hat, as 
he was so drunk he could not pick it up, and then run off. 
I did so, and ran away, I was stopped by another police- 
man, and asked him for his protection. I have travelled 
on foot in all parts of Europe, and been in the face of 
brigands, and I can truly say I never felt so much terror 
as I did in the presence of that man (pointing to Flanni- 
gan). I was terrified, and did appeal to the other man 
for protection. When I was going with the other constable 
Flannigan struck me on the breast, but Iam almost sure the 
other constable did not see it. He was pinching my arm, and 
all that sort of thing. I insisted on taking hold of his wrist 
for my own protection, as I thought he would take out his 
baton. 

Another reason why I think he was drunk was because 
T held his wrist all the way to the station-house, A sober 
man would not have allowed me to do so, No, 178 must 
have been under the impression that he was drunk, be- 
cause he did not prevent my holding his (Flannigan’s) 
wrist, I never in my life felt a greater terror of any 
man, 

Mr. Pain—Now, sir, with every degree of caution, mind 
how you answer the question Iam about to put to you. 
Since this occurrence you have had time for reflection, and 
now, do you still persist in saying the officer was drunk ? 

Mr. De Meschin—0O, yes. I do say so. 

This being the close of the case on both sides, 

Mr. MANSFIELD said—The summons against the constable 
is dismissed, and I must say that I think, from the evidence 
adduced, that the charge against De Meschin has been com- 
pletely established. He must have been mad, or not in 
possession of his’senses, or else under the influence of drink; 
to act in the manner he did. His conduct has been most 
wanton and wicked. Since the occurrence he has had ample 
time for reflection, and he still persists in uttering a most 
infamous lie in saying that the officer was drunk. I have 
no doubt whatever that if 1 was to impose the highest 
penalty, which would be the maximum sum of £5, that it 
would soon be paid. I shall not do that, as it would be no 
punishment adequate to this case. I therefore sentence you 
to seven days’ imprisonment. 

Prisoner—But I want to reply. 

Mr, Mans¥re.p—You have no right of reply. The case 
is at an end. 

Prisoner—But I can address you. 

Mr. MansrreLp—The case is over, Your conduct has 
been abominable. Remove him. 

The prisoner was then conveyed to the cells, 
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GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


Law REPORTING, 

The following, which has appeared in the Jurist, has been 
sent to us for publication:— ‘ 

Sir,—When, on the first day of Michaelmas Term, in 
the year of grace, 1865, certain gentlemen took their places 
in the different courts of law and equity, as the chosen re- 

resentatives and assistants of the ‘‘ Council of Law Report- 
ing,” we lawyers were encouraged to expect great things. 
‘Take tickets for our forthcoming series of ordinaries, price 
£5 5s., to cover the cost of your entertainment for the space 
of one whole year,” insisted the council, *‘ and we will show 
you a thing or two. For the first time in your existence you 
shall know what it is to set down to a well ordered and 
wholesome repast, and loathe the garbage on which you have 
hitherto been accustomed to feed. We engage to provide the 
best of viands, the most skilful and cleanliest of cooks. Our 
pieces de résistance shall be as nutritious and invigorating as 
those served up to your forefathers by that eminent cordon 
bleu, Edward Coke. Your palates shall be tickled with 
delicacies short and crisp as those tossed up for the happy 
practitioners of his time by Edmund Saunders, of pleasant and 
immortal memory. We will bring to bear upon your enter- 
tainment all the acumen of a Blackburn, a Cresswell, anda 
Welsby, unnaccompanied by the dilatoriness and want of 
punctuality, which, it must be confessed, somewhat marred 
the fair fame of those renowned artistes.” 

At a dinner so various, at such a repast, 
Who’d not be a glutton and stick to the last ? 
thought we, and paid our money. 

Well, sir, the Ist January, 1866, arrived in due course, 
and we were all expectation. ‘‘The guests were met, the 
feast was set,” the covers were removed, and lo! before us 
appeared the old familar manna on which we legal Isaraelites 
had so long subsisted, and against which the council had 
taught us to kick and rebel ; but where were the promised 
quails? To drop metaphor, we found, as we had all along 
suspected, that reporting is reporting, whether carried on 
under the sanction and superintence of a ‘‘ council,” or a 
less dignified form of management. We found, upon com- 

ison, that the cases in the ‘‘ Law Reports” were in some 
instances not very much better, and in others not very much 
worse, rendered than in the pages of our ancient friends, the 
Jurist and Law Journal. Still, not having formed too 
extravagant hopes, our disappointment was the more endur- 
able; and, after all, if there was nothing to challenge ex- 
cessive admiration, there was, on the other hand, but little 
to cavil at in our newly made acquaintance. We therefore 
accepted, without objection or comment, the February and 
March instalments of his lucubrations. 

But with the April issue of the work appeared a fresh 
feature, viz., the first number of the appellate series; and 
here it must be confessed, by his most strenuous supporters, 
that our young friend falls chat of the mark. Let his sub- 
scribers and readers turn to the report of Jack, App., Isdale, 
Resp., and their admiration will scarcely be of the kind 
termed respectful. If Lydia Languish in her old age had 
wandered into the House of Lords during the argument in 
the above case, and had jotted down a few feeble notes on the 
back of her fan, she might, on attempting to reduce them to 
a readable form, have commenced as follows :—‘‘ This case 
(one of great social importance) divided the learned judges 
of the Court of Session in Scotland—seven of them having 
voted for the decision under appeal, and six against it—the 
minority including the high name of the Lord President, 
whose mind had been for more than twenty years applied to 
the snbject, and who was said to have framed the statute 
passed in 1845, which had generated the litigation.” And 
the same lady, if pressed to try her hand at ahead note, 
might possi PA have introduced into it, ‘*Per the Lord 
Chancellor.—Did the trustees by consenting to the marriage, 
and (as I think I may assume) by consenting to the vetth - 
ment, deprive themselves of this power? My clear opinion 
is that they did not.” Young reporters, whose style is as yet 
unformed, and who are in search of a model, are referred to 
Weller a al, Apps., Ker etal, Resps. 

Now, sir, I submit this sort of twaddle is not what the 
-aeganne have a right to expect at the hands of the council, 

entlemen and their more ardent followers, at the out- 
set of their undertaking, strenuously demanded of every prac- 
titioner two things—first, that he should become a subscriber 
to the forthcoming publication; and, secondly, that he 





should withdraw his —— from, and in every possible 
way discountenance, all then existing sets of reports, whether 
“regular ” or ‘ irregular.” 

This requisition was based upon a promise that the new 
series should be the nearest possible approach to perfection ; 
and that all others would consequently be found superfluous, 
How far this undertaking has been redeemed in the instances 
to which I have drawn attention the profession will judge ; 
but in the meantime I would impress upon the council that 
they cannot afford to indulge frequently in flights of this 
kind, Success in commercial speculations, whether the 
subject matter be the supply of a series of law reports or of 
a pound of sugar, is only attainable by the furnis ing of an 
article answering contract. F. O. B, 





Proxies FOR VOTING. 

We have been requested to publish the following corres- 
pondence :— 
70, Fenchurch-street, London, April, 12. 

Sir,—The 24th & 25th Vict., c. 91, s. 27, provides that 
the stamp duty (now reduced to one penny) ‘upon a letter 
or power of attorney . . . or other instrument in the 
nature thereof (such, for instance, asa proxy for voting), 
may be denoted hy an adhesive stamp, to be provided by the 
Commissioners of Inland Revenue and affixed to the instru- 
ment, and cancelled by the person signing the instrument by 
writing his name, or the initials thereof, upon or across the 
stamp, together with the date of the day of the meeting for 
voting at which the instrument is made ; but nothing herein 
contained shall relieve any person from the penalty incurred 
by making or signing any such instrument on paper not duly 
stamped, or by voting, or attempting to vote, under the 
authority thereof, unless there shall be affixed thereto and 
cancelled as aforesaid, the proper adhesive stamp.” 

The penalty referred to is £50. 

Now, to give this enactment its literal effect, it would 
appear that the person signing a proxy paper to which an 
adhesive stamp is affixed, must cancel that stamp, not only 
by writing his name or his initials across the same, but also 
by writing the date of the day of the meeting at which the 
proxy is to be used. But how would it be in the case of an 
illiterate person entitled to vote at a meeting, who is not 
only not able to write the ‘‘ date of the day of the meeting,” 
but even his own name? Probably were the name of a per- 
son the only requirement necessary to effect the cancellation 
of astamp, the mark of an illiterate person duly attested 
would be deemed a sufficient signature ; but, inasmuch as it 
is essential ‘‘ that the date of the day of the meeting” should 
also be written across the stamp, is it to be understood that 
that could not be written by some other person on behalf of 
the individual putting his mark? Would a person voting 
under a proxy, the stamp affixed to which is cancelled by 
the mark instead of the name of the individual signing, 
and with the date of the meeting written, not by that in- 
dividual, but by another on his behalf, be liable to the 
penalty of £50? 

In a company for which I am concerned certain proxies 
have been received in which the cancellation has been 
effected by the person appointing the proxy writing his name 
across the stamp, the date of the meeting having been first 
— by the proxy himself, Are those proxies null and 
void ? ’ 

As affecting the voties at meetings of joint-stock companies 
this is a question of vital importance. On the one hand, if 
the Act is to be construed strictly, it would appear that a 

rson incapable of writing is effectually shut out from voting 

y proxy. On the other hand, whole hosts of persons 
appointed proxies are, in ignorance of the law, constantly 
exposing themselves to the infliction of penalties, which it 
would not always be easy to withstand. 

Will you kindly favour me with your views upon this 
subject at your earliest convenience. 1 should be greatly 
obliged if you could write to me by Monday morning next. 
— Yours most obediently, Tuos, W. Rogers, 

The Solicitor of Stamps, Somerset House. 


Solicitors’ Department, Somerset House, 
London, W.C., Afril 16, 1866, 
Sir,—In answer to your letter of the 12th instant, I am not 
aware that the case which you suggest, of ‘* the date of the 
meeting” being written at the time of making the instru- 
ment across the adhesive stamp on a proxy by another per- 
son on behalf of an illiterate person, incapable himself of 
writing it, has ever come under the consideration of a court 
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of law ; but as far asthe board are concerned I think I may 
safely say that the Commissioners would not, under such cir- 
cumstances, and considering the reason for which it is 
imposed, enforce the penalty.—I am, sir, yonr obedient 
servant, SterH. DowELt, 
Assistant Solicitor of Inland Revenue. 
T. W. Rogers, Esq. 





CoNVEYANCING. 

Sir,—will you, or any subscriber, be so good as to answer 
the following queries in your next number:— 

Can a contract in writing by a tenant in tail for the dispo- 
sition of his estate be enforced in his lifetime in equity, or 
can dam: be recovered at law for the breach of contract ? 

Is a will informally executed made effectual by a codicil 
properly executed referring to the will ? 

In the case of a sale to a corporation for value is it neces- 
sary that the corporation should have a license to hold in 
mortmain ? A STUDENT. 


Tur CANNON-STREET MURDER. 

Sir,—In the interest of justice I desire to make the follow- 
ing statement:—At the adjourned inquest held this day in 
the vestry-room of St. Antholin’s Church, Watling-street, I 
attended on behalf of William Smith, the prisoner charged 
with the above murder. The first witness fan that she 
identified the prisoner as the person she saw leaving 
Bevington and Son’s establishment on the night of the 
murder, giving as her reason that ‘‘she caught his eye.” 
Upon my requesting this evidence to be taken down, the 
coroner ordered me to be removed from the court, and said 
he would commit me. Thereupon one of the officers turned 
me out of the room, and the attorney for the prosecution was 
thus left unnopposed. 

I submit that the course pursued by the coroner is not 
calculated to further the interests of justice. 

THE ATTORNEY FOR THE PRISONER. 

April 25. 





APPOINTMENT. 


Wa ter Oversury, Solicitor, Norwich, to be a 
a of the Archdeaconry of Norwich, jointly with Mr. 
ward Steward. 








PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, April 24, 
CotontaL BisHorRics. : 

Mr. Setwyn,Q.C., asked whether the Bishopric of Nelson, 
New Zealand, had not continued vacant for many months 
in consequence of the refusal of her Majesty's Government 
to assent to the consecration of a successor, although such 
successor had been nominated by the Bishop of London at 
the request, and with the subsequent approval, of the 
synod of the diocese ; and whether such assent had not 
been requested by the Archbishop of Canterbury, and by 
the bishops and other members of the church in New Zea- 
land, without asking for any patent, or for the grant of 
any temporal dignity or coercive jurisdiction. He also 
asked whether the assent of the Crown had not been given 
in respect to the diocese of Rupert’s Land. 

Mr. CarDWELL said it was quite true that the succession 
to the Bishopric of Nelson had remained vacant for some 
time, in consequence of the inability of the Crown to give 
its sanction to the appointment of a successor in the usual 
way. That inability had been occasioned by tho diffi- 
culties which have arisen in the law in consequence of the 
decision of the Privy Council in the case of Natal. The 
bishops of New Zealand had presented a memorial to the 
Crown, in which they prayed that they might be permitted 
to surrender their letters patent, and demanded that the 
consecration of their successors might be regarded as con- 
veying no authority or legal effect. They further prayed 
that they might be permitted to fill up vacancies in their 
own bole, by their own inherent right, without letters 


patent, That memorial was accompanied by a minute of 
the ministers of New Zealand, objecting to tho creation 
within the colony of corporations by the act of the Crown 
without their advice, and objecting to any arrangement 
by which any quasi-jurisdiction of the bishops of Now 





Zealand should receive any authority from the Crown. 
Under these circumstances, and considering the difficulties 
with which the question had been beset since the decision 
in the Natal case, it had been the opinion of her Majesty’s 
advisers that a bill should be prepared in order that the 
whole subject might be brought under the consideration 
of Parliament. The bill would be brought forward at the 
earliest opportunity, With regard to Prince Rupert’s 
Land, the bishop was waiting consecration at the time 
that judgment was given, and, in order to avoid the ex- 
treme inconvenience that arose in the Natal case, letters 
mandate were given under the advice of the law officers of 


the Crown. 
Thursday, April 26th. 
CONFERENCES BETWEEN Lorps AND CoMMONS. 
On the motion of Sir G. Grey, a motion was agreed to 


the effect that messages might take place between the two 
houses instead of conferences. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY OATHS AMENDMENT BILL. 

Sir G. Grey moved that the lords’ amendments to this 
bill be agreed to. The right hon. gentleman said that the 
three amendments made inthe preamble, and in the first and 
sixth clauses were perfectly harmless, and the house would 
do well to accept them. He was glad that this measure had 
met with the general concurrence of all political parties in 
both houses, and that now all distinctions of the religious 
creeds of members in coming to the table to be sworn would 
be disregarded. 


Mr. WHALLEY proposed to add to the oath, after clause 
ending ‘‘her heirs and successors,” the words “bei 
Protestants,” explaining that his object was to secure the 
Protestant succession to the throne of this country. 

The proposal not having found a seconder, it fell to the 
ground, and the lords’ amendments were agreed to. 

LANDED Estates Court. (IRELAND). 

Replying to Mr. WHITESIDE, 

Mr. C. Fortrescve said the Government had determined 
that the vacant judgeship of this court should not be filled 
up, and that decision had been communicated to the 
Treasury by the Attorney-General for Ireland a few months * 


ago 





Pending Measures of Legislation. 
PROPERTY OF FELONS, 

The Attorney-General’s bill for abolishing forfeiture for 
treason and felony provides also for the care and adminis- 
tration of the property of convicts while under sentence of 
death or penal servitude, by the appointment of adminis- 
trators or curators, to be remunerated by a percentage on 
the property. If the Court condemn the convict to pay 
the costs of the prosecution, the ini r may pay 
such costs out of the convict’s property, and may also pay 
the costs of his defence, may pay his debts, may make 
satisfaction or compensation to persons defrauded by his 
criminal or fraudulent acts, although not proved in any 
court, and may make an allowance for the support of his 
wife and relatives Cependent on him. The residue of the 
property is eventually to revert to the convict. A 
convicted of treason or felony is to be thenceforth in- 
capable (unless he shall receive a free pardon) of holding 
any military, naval, civil, or ecclesiastical office or benefice, 
or other public employment; and is to forfeit the same, 
and also any pension or superannuation allowance — 
by the public out of any public fund on conviction. He is 
also to be thenceforth incapable of sitting or voting in 
either House of Parliament, or exercising any right of 
suffrage or other political franchise. 





IRELAND. 


A rumour’is running about the Four Courts that, in the 
event of a change of ministry, the new Irish Chancellor will 
be Sir Hugh Cairns, As, however, it is pretty generally 
believed in London that he will, in such case, be offered the 
Great Seal of Great Britain, it is unlikely that he would ac- 
cept that of Ireland. It is, however, proper to add that we 
have heard, on high legal authority, that in the event of 
the advent to power of the anticipated ‘ Reconstruction ” 
ministry, Lord Cranworth will probably continue on the 
poe te! 





* In aspirit of propheey P—Ep, 8. J. 
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SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 

At the meeting held at the Law Institution, on Tuesday, 
the 24th April inst., Mr. G. Sangster Green in the chair, 
the adjourned discussion of the question ‘‘Should the 
Government Reform Bill pass the second reading?” was 
commenced by Mr. Peachey. Upon the question being 
ultimately put, it was decided in the affirmative by the 
casting vote of the president. * 


ARTICLED CLERKS’ SOCIETY. 

At a meeting held at Clement’s-inn Hall, on the 25th 
April (Mr. H. J. Mead in the chair), Mr. Runciman (by his 
deputy) moved ‘‘ That the conduct of Governor Eyre with 
respect to the rebellion in Jamaica is worthy of appro- 
bation.” Mr. Ratcliff (by his deputy) opposed, and the 
motion, after an animated debate, was carried. 








ADMISSION OF ATTORNEYS. 


Queen’s Bench. 
NOTICES OF ADMISSION. 
Trinity Term, 1866. 
{The clerks’ names appear in small capitals, and the attorneys to whom 
articled or assigned follow in ordinary type.) 
ANDERSON, Evsracr, Jun,—Eustace Anderson, 17, Iron- 
monger-lane. : 
Artuy, Ropert WitiuiaAm.—W. A. Arthy, Rochford. 
Bapuam, Ricuarp Leste Sroweii.—G. W. R. Wainwright, 
9, Staple-inn. 
Benson, Ropert.—William Moordaff, Cockermouth. 
BLENKLNsoPp, CHARLES.—James Blenkinsop, Euston Station. 
BioxaM, MAtrHew LAwrence.—M. H. Bloxam, Rugby. 
Buivunt, Georce HENry.—William Freer, Leicester. 
Botton, THomas Dotiinc.—J. T. Bolton, Solihull. 
Brooke, MeLancnuton W1Lt1AM Henry Lompe.—William 
L. Brooke, Bury St. Edmunds. 
Brown, RowLanpD.—George Thomas, Carmarthen. 
Brown, WILLIAM CHARLES,—Christopher Ingoldsby, Louth; 
J. H. Bell, Louth. 
Browne, Epwarp Monracvr.—N. C. Wright, 10, Blooms- 
bury-square; J. Becke, Northampton. 
Burton, WILLIAM.—Henry Atkinson, Manchester. 
BussenL, Watrer.—John Glyde, Yeovil; H. Wood, 
Basinghall-street. 
CuamBers, HENry Crorr.—H. T. Chambers, Lincoln. 
CHEESMAN, WALTER.—James Tassell, Faversham. 
Ciank, MyLes ArteL.— Edward Clark, Brentry, Gloucester; 
C. C. Prance, Evesham. 
CLARKE, Richarp Epwarp.—Richard Clarke, Shrewsbury. 
Coitixs, Joun Richarp.—Thomas William Gray, Exeter. 
Cosens, ALBERT Hanotp.—A. H. Wansey, Bristol. 
Cottam, CiiARLeEs BeaAumont.—Edward Povle, Southain. 
CovuLson, CHARLES. —John Roscorla, Penzance. 
Craiciz, ApAIn.—Henry Edwards, King’s Lynn, Norfolk. 
CurLer, Cuartes Ricnarp,—William Weall, Bell-yard, 
Doctors’ -commons. H 
Dakwa.t, Rosert Crci.—George Fielding, Dover. 
Davis, Epmunv Francis.—J. P. Davis, 15, Clifford-street, 
Bond-street ; Edward Lawrence, 14, Old Jewry-chambers. 
Davis, Hammonp.—J. D. Saddler, Horsham. 
Detmar, Cuan.es.—S. Sanderson, Berwick-upon-Tweed. 
Dixox, Joun.—N. P. Kell, Battle; Charles Sheppard, Battle. 
Downer, James.—Edwin Hough, Carlisle. 
Dove, Curnpert Joux-ox.—T, Dove, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
FREEMAN, Joun Crick.—J. & W. Crick, Malden. 
Fropsuam, Epwarp Parr.—Frederick Frodsham, Walton- 
on-the-Hill. 
Frost, Fueperick Kixc.—J. M. Pollard, Ipswich. 
Frvpp, Eyacxpy BewLey.—Benjamin Marshall, Barnsley ; 
W. Shepherd, Barnsley. 
Geary, Hyxny.—Henry Geary, Windsor. 
Ger, Groner Epwarp.—John Cutts, Chesterfield. 
Ge, Aiynep Freemay.—J. A. Freeman, Brighton. 
Goy, Joux Eoucnp.—W. H. Goy, Barton-upon-Humber. 
Grimwapr, Cnarces JAurs.—J, F. Robinson, Hadleigh ; 
Alfred Rawlinson, 28, Jolin-street, Bedford-row. 
Harms, Hexny Joux.—Henry Harris, Caincross, near 
Stroud ; T. M. Croome, Caincross, near Stroud. 


= Ominous ?—Ep, 4. J, 





Harris, RicHarD.—Henry Vallance, 20, Essex-street, 
Strand. 
HERBERT, FrepERICK SANDERS.—L. Jessop, Bedfor1; F. 
Herbert Chelsea. 
Hicnetr, Horace.—John Hignett, Chester. 
Houuier, Evtiorr Joun.—Walter Canning, Dudtey. 
Homes, Epwarp CARLETON, Jun.—G. P. Holmes, Arundel ; 
E. C. Holmes, 12, Bedford-row. ‘ 
Howtert, Arruur.—F. J. Howlett, Wymondham; W. M. 
Wilkinson, 14, Bedford-street. 
Hucues, Jonn ANNor.—R. D. Williams, Carnarvon. 
Jewkes, Epwarp Coorer.—B. Robinson, Dudley ; 8. W. 
Johnson, Gray’s-inn-square. 
JonES, GEORGE ALBERT.—J. G. Price, Abergavenny. 
Kempster, JoHN GELL.—John Kempster, 1, Portsmouth. 
place, Lower Kennington-lane. 
Lams, Tuomas, Jun.—-Thomas Lamb, Andover. 
Ler, BARNARD.—C. V. Lewis, 8, Bedford-row, Holborn. 
Lyng, CHARLES Epwarp.—F. W. P. Cleverton, Plymouth ; 
William Harris, Stone-buildings, Lincoln’s-inn. 
McConnat, Georce, Jun.—Thomas Rymer, Liverpool. 
McGowen, Ropert.—George Haigh, Liverpool. 
MAttBy, WILLIAM, Jun.—H. C. Stenton, Southwell. 
May, Epmunp.—R. C. Dryland, Reading. 
May, Joun Frepertcx.—F. C. Rudyard, Macclesfield; John 
May, Macclesfield. . 
Monkuovse, Joun Cory.—Robert Armitstead, Bolton-le- 
Moors, 
Morcan, WILLtAM Carry.-—W. Morgan, Birmingham. 
Mountain, THomMas.—William Grange, Great Grimsby ; 
Frederick Carritt, 9, Milner-square, Islington. 
Naver, Frepertck.—Frank Isaac Nalder, Shepton Mallet. 
Neepuam, Fritu.—Jos. Needham, 1, New-inn, Strand. 
OLuARD, Henry.—H. A. Reed, 1, Guildhall-chambers, 
Basinghall-street. 
Pare, Henry Epwarps.—H. G. Grazebrook, Chertsey. 
Parker, Roperr. WiLt1AM.—W. J. Barrett, 8, Bell-yard. 
Parkerson, Ricuarp Mount.—H. A. Gregg, Kirkby Cons- 
dale. 
Parren, Ronerv Jonn.—James Patten, 1, Verulam-build- 
ings, Gray’s-inn. 
Pearson, Georce.—J. P. Dyott, Lichfield. 
Pratt, Freperick Rocers.—N. T. Lawrence. 6, New- 
square, Lincoln’s-inn. 
Ruoves, Freperick PARKER, —Charles Newman, Barusley. 
Ricuarpson, Henry Datiix.—Henry Richardson, York; 
J. F. A. Coppin, Ripon; J. Williamson, Jun,, Great James- 
street, Bedford-row. 
Rivincron, ArcuipaLp.—C, Rivington, 1, Fenchurch- 
buildings. 
LOBERTS, ALFYRED.—Joseph Wright, Doncaster. 
Roserts, ALFRED WiLt1AM.—Thomas Roberts, Rochdale; 
William Roberts, Rochdale. 
Roserts, RowLAND BENNETT? Srokes.—l'. Helps, Chester. 
Roscox, Roscor.—Messrs. Hargreaves & Knowles, New- 
church, in the Forest of Rosendale. 
RusHWortTH, CHARLES GEORGE GoLpEN.—C., H. Rushworth, 
10, Staple-inn, Holborn. 
Ryt, WALTER.—Edward Rye, 16, Golden-square, 
Sapien, Roperr.—Richard Smith, 7, New-square, Lincoln’s- 
inn. 
Scorr, ALBErrT EpwArp.—James Scott, 11, Lincoln’s-inn- 
fields, 
SHanre, Anruur Cyzut.—A., 8. Twyford, 5, Southampton- 
street, Bloomsbury ; W. J. Williams, Brighton, 
Sarru, Jutivs Hexry.—Francis Sanders, Dudley. 
a gee Cuan i SyKes.—T. B. Chambers, Brighouse, 
York. 
| Tarsor, CuarLes Henny.—C. EK. Matthews, Birmingham. 
Tayion, Joun, Jun,—Jolin Taylor, 7, Gray’s-inn-square. 
| Trevor, WILLIAM Cuan.es.—T. T, Trevor, Gisborough. 
TurNer, JAmMes.—Stephen Heelis, Manchester. 
Turner, Joun.—J. 2. Fearnon, 21, Great George-street, 
Westminster. 
Twist, Guoncr Francis.— J. B. Twist, Coventry. 
Tyner, WittiAM.—John Ansdell, St. Helens, 
| Wattern, WititaAm JAs. Coucron,—James Coulton, King’s 
Lynn. 
| Warp, WiLtiAM.—W. 8. Ward, Leed#? 
Wenn, Lionn, Anruvr.—B. P. Grimsey, Ipswich. 
| Wurrervap, Wittiam Jossenyn.—John Crabtree, Hales- 
| worth, Sutfolk. 
WILKIN, CuanLes ATKINSON,-—W, D, Gaches, Peterborough; 
Edward Maud, Leeds, 
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Wiirams, Ricnarp.—A. Howell, Welchpool. 

WILutAMs, WILLIAM PuILiips.—George Blakey, Newport. 

Wriyveatt, Toomas Wuite.—W. F. Windeatt, Totnes; F. 
B. Cuming, Totnes, 

Woop, Tuomas Garp.—-William Wood, 178, New Kent-road. 
Trinity Term, 1866, pursuant to fudges’ Orders. 
Gor, THoMAs, Jun.—Thomas Gole, Sen., 49, Lime-street. 
MaruHews, JAMES ALFRED STaveRtToN.—W. H. Bennett, 

14, Red Lion-square. 

PATER, JOHN JAMES.—Thomas Eaton, Lerkhamstead ; John 
Pater, 49, Hunter-street ; R. S. Gregson, 8, Angel-court. 
STEVENSON, RALPH ALEXANDER.-—John Adam Stevenson, 

Stoke-upon-Trent; C. Sedgley, Knutsford. 
Trinity Vacation, 1866, purswant to 23 d&: 24 Vict. c. 127. 
ANDREWS, JoHN.—Hugh Jackson, 12, Essex-street, Strand ; 
C. W. Young, 12, Essex-street, Strand; R. Pattison, 44, 
Bedford-row. 
Bond, GEorGE ALFRED.—Thomas Hazard, Harleston, Nor- 
folk ; T. J. Newman, Barnsley. 
CLAYDON, CHARLES BRoADBELT.—William G. Roy, Great 
George-street. 
a Henry Pryron.—H. P. Southey, 6, Lincoln’s-inn- 
elds. 
Cee Freperick Duckertne.—L. J. Brackenbury, <Al- 
ord. 
Exuis, Husert Dynrs.—William Rothery, Jun., 6, Godli- 
man-street ; John Nelson, 6, Godliman-street. 
JEANS, WILLIAM Dampier.—J. F. Marsh, Warrington. 
AGARPEN A: Roserr Joun.—C. Hareourt, King’s Arms- 
yard. 
McMitury, Tuomas.—John MeMillin, 39, Bloomsbury- 
square. 
Newman, Cuartes Ocravius.—E. Newman, 7, King’s 
Bench-walk. 
Scorr, Cuartes, B.A.—A. Fox, Finsbury-cireus; J. E, 
Fox, 115, Chancery-lane. 
SPENCER, JAMES.—W. H. Watson, Bouverie-street. 
= JOHN Gipson.—William Chartres, Newcastle-upon- 
'yne, 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


QUESTIONS AT THE EASTER TERM FINAL 
EXAMINATION, 
I.—Common Anp Srarure LAw AnD Practice oF THE 
Courts. 

1. A verdict is given for a sum not exceeding £20 in an 
action on contract, and the judge certifies (1) that there 
appeared to be sufficient reason for bringing the action in a 
superior court ; and (2) that the cause was proper to be tried 
before a judge of a superior court, and not before a sheriff or 
judge of an inferior court. What is the effect of these two 
certificates respectively on the plaintifi’s costs, and how would 
the plaintiff's costs have stood without them? 

2. What are the conditions for obtaining leave to appear 
in an action under the Bills of Exchange Act, and what ad- 
vantage does the plaintiff in such an action obtain by suing 
under the Act ? 

3. What is the rule as to costs, when money is paid into 
court in ty oe of any particular sum or cause of action, and 
is accepted by the plaintiff in satisfaction, there being issues 
in respect of other causes of action ? 

4. What is the rule for reckoning any particular number 
of days prescribed by the rules or practice of the courts, 
when not expressed to be clear days? 

5. Describe, very briefly, the exclusive and concurrent 
jurisdictions of the three superior courts of Common Law. 

6. At what time may a good notice to quit be given, in 
the cases respectively of a yearly, monthly, or weekly ten- 
ancy ? 

7 What is secondary evidence ? 

Is it, or is it not, always of the same degree of legal 
value, as compared with primary evidence ? Ilustrate 
your answer by an instance. 

8. What is the personal liability of a husband for debts of 
of his wife, contracted by her dwn sula—(1) during the 
pee: Gi ars (2) after her death— and when can he be sued 
alone for them ? 


9. Can a feme covert, sued alone, appear by attorney, and 
if she succeeds on a plea of coverture, to what costs js she 
entitled ? 

10, When a factor sells goods for an undisclosed principal, 





in whose name may, or must, an action be brought for their 
price, and what is the rule and principle of set-off in such a 
case ? 

11. What steps would you take for the plaintiff, if to a 
declaration containing aly a count on a promissory note, a 
plea of never indebted were delivered ? and give your reason. 

12. Within what date can an original writ of summons be 
renewed ? 

13. A father and his infant child are injured by the saine 
tortious act—In whose name or names must an action or 
actions be brought to recover damages for the injuries 
respectively received ? 

14. What was decided in the ‘six carpenters’” case? 

15. State the general common law rule as to interest on 
debts, in the absence of any express agreement to pay in- 
terest. 

I].—CONVEYANCING, 

1. On sale in fee of building land in lots, how can you 
best secure in perpetuity the purchaser of one lot against 
building on, or annoyance from, another? State any different 
modes of effecting such object. 

2. What are the respective interests of husband and wife 
in, and powers of disposition over, leasehold property, 
possessed by the wife at the time of the marriage ? 

3. State the law as to the power of a wife to dispose of 
her reversionary interest in personal property, aud the mode 
of disposition, having regard to the date of the instrument 
under which she acquired the interest ? 

4. By what recent act, and under what regulations, do 
judgments and process of execution thereon affect purchasers 
and mortgagees ? 

5. Give, succinetly, the distinct leading qualities of copy- 
hold tenure, and state the special mode of transfer of that 
property at law, and the mode of creating and transferring 
equitable interests in it, on sale or mortgage. 

6. State the essential points to be observed in framing a 
power of sale in a mortgage in fee. 

7. In case of sale or mortgage of a reversionary interest in 
funded property, what precaution should be adopted by the 
purchaser or mortgagee, distinguishing the case of property 
vested in trustees, and property vested in the Court of 
Chancery ? 

8. What are the remedies of a mortgagee, under a common 
mortgage in fee, whereby he may best enforce payment of 
the money, and after sale, may he, or not, proceed on the 
covenant to pay ? 

9. May minerals, with right to work them, be excepted 
out of a conveyance of land in fee, and remain distinct pro- 

erty—what amendment of the law as to such an exception 
in certain sales or other dispositions, has been made, by a 
recent statute ? 

10. Is a tenant for life authorised by the leases and sales 
of settled Estates Act, 1856, to make any leases ? 

11. How is a condition for taking and using the name and 
arms of a settlor enforced ! 

12. What are the requisites to the valid execution of a 
will? and by what means may a will be revoked? 

13. What covenants are included by the expression “usual 
covenants ” in a contract for the lease of a private house in 
London, and of a farm respectively ! 

14. On what securities may trustees now properly invest 
trust funds, without an express authority in the instrument 
creating the trust ? 

15. If real estate be devised to a trustee who is unwilling 
to act, and who has not acted, what is the usual and proper 
course to be taken by him ? 

I1],—Eqviry AND PRACTICE OF THE COURTS. 

1. In what respects is an administration summons less 
effectual than a bill for the administration of the estate and 
effects of a deceased person ? 

2. How does a pe whose claim has been disallowed 
by the Chief Clerk, proceed, and within what time must he 
do so after the signing the certificate ! 

3. Can any parties to a suit bid at a sale by auction made 
under a decree of the Court? Can a receiver do so? 

4. What formalities must be observed in the preparation 
and completion of an aftidavit before it can be read in court? 

5. What must be done to enable you to use in support. of 
a motion, an affidavit filed before the date of the notice, and 
what to use one filed after the date, and why? 

6. Has an executor, who is a creditor of his testator, any 
advantage over other creditors ! 

7. When a party has an equitable defence to an action at 
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law, at what period of the proceedings at law may he apply 
to the Court of Chancery to restrain them ? 

8. In what does an injunction, under the Common Law 
Procedure Acts, differ from an injunction of the Court of 


aoe ? 
9. at is the meaning of a party being ‘put to his 
election,’ and give an instance ? 

10. How do you proceed where infants are to be served 
with notice of a decree? 

11, What acts amount to a part performance of a parol 
agreement to sell land ? 

Does the delivery of an abstract, the payment of deposit, 
or letting alleged purchaser into possession ? 

12, Where the consideration in a contract for a purchase 
is an os for the life of the vendor, and the vendor dies 
before completion, will the Court enforce it ? 

_13. What are the duties and powers of a receiver —can he 
distrain for rent in arrear, cut timber, give notice to quit, 
or let the estate without the authority of the Court? 

14. Can a man, under any circumstances, be found a 
lunatic without personal inspection by the jury ? 

15. If parties fail in establishing the lunacy, do the costs 
of the inquiry in any case fall on the alleged lunatic ? 


IV.—BANKRUPTCY AND PRACTICE OF THE CovRTSs. 


1. State briefly the principle of the bankrupt laws, and 
the reliefs they afford. 

2. What are the conditions required to constitute a 
bankrupt? and 

3. What must be the character and amount of the 
petitioning creditor's debt? 

4. Can a landowner be adjudged a bankrupt in respect of 
dealings with produce of his own estate ? 

5. What is a fraudulent preference, and is it an act of 
bankruptcy? 

_ 6. When one of several partners becomes bankrupt, what 
is the effect on the partnership ? 

7. What are the powers now in force for the collection of 
a bankrupt’s estate ? 

8. What is the course to betaken if the bankrupt be holder 
of leasehold premises, which are not considered of value to 
the estate ? 

9. Specify generally the kind of debts proveable under a 
bankru “md , ¥ 

10. What must a creditor, holding security, do before he 
can prove ? 

11. Under what circumstances is a separate creditor enti- 
tled to receive a dividend out of the joint estate ? 

12. Have any, and what, classes of creditors priority of 
of claim on a bankrupt’s estate ? 

13. What is the practice with regard to the proof of bills 
of exchange not due at the time of the bankruptcy ? 

14. What is meant by ‘reputed ownership,” and how 
does it affect the property of others in the bankrupt’s hands ? 

15. A life interest in property of the bankrupt, is by a sct- 
tlement made in contemplation of marriage, declared to be 
leterminable in case of his becoming insolvent.—Is sucha 
provision maintainable, and if not, why ? 


V.—CrminaL Law axp Proceepincs BEFoRE Macis- 
TRATES. 

1. What are the principal matters to be proved on an in- 
dictment for receiving stolen goods ? 

2. Of what class of crime is the receiver of stolen goods 
guilty, and is there any difference in the offence of the re- 
ceiver in reference to the circumstances under which the 
goods were stolen ? 

3. Under what circumstances can the depositions of a 
witness be used in evidence against the rns 1 

4. Define the offence of embezzlement, and state the prin- 
cipal matters to be proved to support an indictment for that 
offence. 

5. When may a person, not a constable, arrest a suspected 
criminal ? 

6. Under what circnmstances does the finder of lost pro- 
petty become guilty of a criminal offence in relation thereto? 

7. Under what circumstances will a confession by the 
accused be inadmissible in evidence against him? 

8. If a witness on cross-examination be asked, in order to 
discredit him, whether he had committed a particular act, 
and he deny it, can witnesses be called to contradict him? 

9. In what cases does an appeal lie against a summary 
eo under the Larceny Act, or Malicious Injuries 

ct? 








10. Is it any, and what,;-effence to obliterate or alter the 
crossing of a cheque ? 

11. For the purposes of the Larceny Act, when does night 
commence and end ? 

12. What is the offence of altering deeds or bonds, and 
under what statute is the offence punishable ? 

13. Can possession be obtained by a landlord against his 
tenant by proceedings before a magistrate in any, and what, 
cases ? 

14. If a servant take his master’s corn, against his orders, 
to feed his master’s horses with, does he commit any, and 
what offence : 

15. On a charge of assault being dismissed by the magis- 
trates after hearing, should any, and what, certificate be 
Ties by the magistrate, and what will be the effect there- 
0 





ANSWERS TO THE QUESTIONS AT THE EASTER 
TERM FINAL EXAMINATION, 

By J. Braprorp, LL.B., and GzorcE KENRICK. 
I.—Common AND SraTuTE LAW AND PRACTICE OF THE 
Courts. 

1, Where a verdict is given for a sum not exceeding £20 
in an action of contract, and the judge certifies (1) that 
there appeared to be sufficient reason for bringing the action 
in a superior court, and (2) that the cause was proper to be 
tried before a judge of a superior court, and not before a 
sheriff or judge of an inferior court, the effect of the two 
certificates is that the plaintiff is entitled to costs taxed on 
the higher scale. Without the first certificate the plaintiff 
would not be entitled to any costs, and without the second 
he would not be entitled to costs on the higher scale. 

2. The conditions for obtaining leave to appear in an 
action under the Bills of Exchange Act are—Payment into 
court of the amount indorsed on the writ, or showing on 
affidavit a defence to the action on the merits, or such facts 
as would make it incumbent on the holder to prove con- 
sideration or such other facts as the judge may deem suf- 
ficient. By suing under this Act the plaintiff obtains the 
advantage of being in a position to sign judgment and 
immediately issue execution on filing an affidavit of due 
service of the writ, if the defendant does not obtain leave to 
appear and appear within twelve days after service (Sm. 
Action, 7th ed. 67). 

3. Where money is paid into court in respect of any 
particular sum or cause of action, and the plaintiff accepts 
the same in satisfaction, there being issues in respect of 
other causes of action, the plaintiff, when the costs of the 
cause are taxed, shall be entitled to the costs of the cause 
in respect to that part of his claim so satisfied up to the 
time the money is so paid in and taken out, whatever may 
be the result of the other issues, and if the defendant 
succeeds in defeating the residue of the claim he will be 
entitled to the costs of the cause in respect of such defence, 
commencing at ‘instructions for plea” (Practice Rules, 
Hilary, 1853, No. 12). 

4, In all cases where any particular number of days, not 
expressed to be clear days, is prescribed by the rules or 
practice of the court, the same shall be reckoned exclusively 
of the first day, and inclusively of the last day, unless the 
Jast day shall happen to fall on a Sunday, Christmas-day, 
Good Friday, or a day appointed for a public fast or thanks- 
giving, in which case the time shall be reckoned exclusively 
of that day also (Practice Rules, Hilary, 1853, No. 174). 

5, The three superior courts of common law have concur- 
rent jurisdiction in ejectment and in all personal actions in- 
cluding the new actions of mandamus and injunction, They 
have also power to order writs of certiorari and prohibition 
to the new county courts, and are Courts of appeal there- 
free. 

Tue Queen's Bench still retains exclusively its criminal 
jnrisdiction, and directs the issuing of the prerogative writs 
of mandamus and quo warranto, 

The Common Pleas is the Court of Appeal from the deci- 
sions of revising barristers, and is the Court to which appli- 
cations are walle under the Railway and Canal Traffic Regu- 
Jation Act, 1854. The certificates of the taking of 
acknowledgments of married women wnder the Act for 
the Abolition of Fines and Recoveries, together with the 
dédavits relating thereto, are filed in the Common Pleas, 

The Exchequer has exclusive jurisdiction in revenue cases. 

6. In the ps sees of express stipulation, a good notice to 


quit, in the case of a yearly tenancy, may be given six 
calendar months previous to the termination of any pat- 
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ticular year of the tenancy. In case of a monthly or weekly 
tenancy, a month’s or week’s notice respectively terminating 
with a completed month or week would be held reasonable, 
rr therefore, sufficient notice (Sm. Man. of Com. Law, 
148). 

7. Secondary evidence is an inferior kind of evidence de- 
rived through that which is primary and therefore superior. 
The law does not recognise any degrees of secondary evidence. 
A party entitled to resort to secondary evidence may in 
prt resort to any form of it. If an original document 

as been destroyed the contents may be proved from memory 
of one who has read it, although a copy may be in existence 
(Smith’s Man. of Com. Law, 431). 

8. A husband is liable for the debts of his wife contracted 
by her dwm sola, and must during the ‘coverture be sued 
jointly with her. After her death, unless judgment has been 
recovered against him in her lifetime, he is liable only as 
her administrator. The husband can be sued “ alone for 
them,” in his character of administrator last referred to. 

9. A feme covert sued alone should appear in person and 
not by attorney. If she succeeds on a plea of coverture she 
is entitled to her costs of the action. ‘It is doubtful if she 
is entitled to costs out of pocket only, or costs generally ” 
(Chitty’s Archbold, v. 2, p. 1253). 

10. Where a factor sells 's for an undisclosed principal, 
an action may be brought for their price either by the factor 
or the principal ; with regard to set off, in such a case the 
buyer is entitled to any right of set off he may have had 
against the factor who was the apparent principal (Isberg 
v. Bowden, 8 Ex. 852.) 

11. If to a declaration containing only a count on a pro- 
missory note a plea of never indebted were delivered, the 
proper course would be to sign judgment as for want of a 
plea, as it is provided by Rule 7 of Pleading Rules of 1853, 
that in all actions upon Bills of Exchange and Promissory 
Notes the plea of non asswmpsit and never indebted should 
be inadmissible. 

12. An original writ of summons in a personal action can 
be renewed within six calendar months from the teste 
thereof, or from the date of a former renewal. In ejectment 
the renewals must be within three calendar months. 

13. When a father and his infant child are injured by the 
same tortious act, an action in respect of the wrong sus- 
tained by the father should be brought and prosecuted in 
his own name if of full age; an action in respect of the 
wrong sustained by the infant should be brought in the 
name of the infant and prosecuted by means of a guardian 
ad litem, who will be appointed by the Court for that pur- 
pose on a proper application being made. 

14. By ‘The six carpenters’ case” it was decided—(1). 
That if a man abuse an authority given him by the law, he 
becomes a trespasser ab initio. (2). That in an action of 
trespass, if the authority be pleaded, the subsequent abuse 
may be replied. (3). That a mere nonfeasance does not 
amount to such an abuse as renders a man a trespasser ab 
initio (Sm. Lead. Cas, vol. 1, 132). 

15. In the absence of any express agreement to pay in- 
terest, a creditor is at common law entitled to interest 
where it is payable by usage of trade, or of the parties, or in 
the case of an overdue bond, bill, or promissory note. By 
statute the jury may allow interest on any debt or sum 
certain, if payable from a time certain under a written in- 
strument, or if payable otherwise, from’the time of a written 
demand, with notice that interest would be claimed (Sm. 
Com. Law Man, 248). 

II, —CoNVEYANCING, 

1, The mode of effecting this object is to sell the lots 
upon condition that cach purchaser enter into a deed of 
covenant with the vendor, regulating the different rights of 
the pameers, The covenants cannot be enforced by one 
purchaser against another at law, but equity will grant an 
injunction, against persons with notice, to restrain a breach 
of them (Dart’s V. & P. 8rd ed. 500). 

2. The husband is entitled to receive the rents and profits 
of his wife’s leascholds, and may absolutely dispose of them 
during his lifetime for his own benefit. If he survive his 


wife also they become absolute!y his own. But if he has 
made no disposition thereof during his life, and dies before 
his wife, they will survive to the wife, and the husband 
cannot dispose of them by will. 

8. Before the 20 & 21 Vict. c. 57, a married woman was 
unable to dispose of her reversionary i 


property, unless it had been sottl 


interest in personal 
to her separate use. 





By that Act she is enabled to dispose by deed of her re- 
versionary interest in any personal estate to which she shall 
be entitled, under any instrument made after the 31st 
December, 1857, provided the husband concur in the deed, 
and the deed be pce by the wife in the manner 

rescribed by the Fines and Recoveries Act for the acknow- 
laeean of deeds by married women. But the Act does 
not enable the wife to dispose of such interest, if she is for- 
bidden to alienate by the instrument under which she is 
entitled, nor if she is entitled under her marriage settlement. 

4, By virtue of the 23 & 24 Vict. c. 38, a purchaser or 
mortgagee is not bound by judgments entered up after 23rd 
July, 1860, unless process of execution have been 
issued and registered before the conveyance or mortgage, nor 
unless such execution shall be put in force within three 
calendar months from the i qeneaier By a still more re- 
cent Act, 27 & 28 Vict. c. 112, passed on 29th July, 1864, it 
is provided that no future judgment shall affect land of any 
tenure, until such land shall have been actually delivered in 
execution by virtue of a writ of elegit, or other lawful autho- 
rity in pursuance of such judgment (Wms. R. P. 82). 

5. The distinctive qualities of copyhold tenure are 
that copyhold lands are parcel of a manor and cannot 
be conveyed by the ordinary modes of conveyance, but must 
be surrendered to the lord of the manor by the error, 
who subsequently admits the transferree as his tenant. 
Such lands are said to be held at the will of the lord, which 
was formerly strictly correct; but such will is now no 
longer arbitrary, but is fixed by the general customs to 
which all manors are subject by the common law and the 
pontionlne customs of each manor. Where copyholds are 
egally mortgaged the surrender is made upon condition 
dependent on the money remaining unpaid at the time 
appointed for payment. If the money is then paid, the 
surrender thereupon becomes void, as it has not been 
perfected by admittance ; and it is not usual, even where 
the money remains unpaid, to complete the surrender by 
admittance unless the mort wishes to take ion. 
Equitable interests in lands of this tenure do not in general 
pass by surrender but by any ordinary mode of conveyance 
sufficient to pass an equitable interest in other cases, but as 
to equitable estates tail and the equitable interests of 
married women therein, it is provided by the 3. & 4 Will. 4, 
c. 74, that they shall pass either by surrender or deed (Steph. 
Com, vol. 1). 

6. The power of sale in a mortgage in fee should be given 
to the mortgagee, his executors, administrators, and assigns, 
and in the case of a mortgage to several, to the mo 
and the survivors and survivor of them, and the executors 
or administrators of such survivor, their or his assigns. It 
is important to provide that a purchaser under the power 
shall not be bound to inquire Shahan default has been made 
on the required notice to the mor to redeem, (if any) 
given, and that he shall not be affected by any irregulari 
in the sale. The mortgagee should also have power to 
in such manner and subject to such conditions as to title or 
otherwise as he may think fit, and it is usual to declare that 
the receipt of the person selling shall be a good discharge for 
the purchase-money, and that the purchaser shall not be 
bound to see to the application thereof. If the money has 
been advanced by several persons, on a joint account in 
equity, as well as at law, a declaration to that effect should 
be inserted in the mortgage. 

7. Where the fund is vested in trustees, the purchaser or 
mortgagee should give notice to the trustees, and pat a 
distringas upon the stock. Where it is vested in the Court 
of Chancery he should obtain a stop order, and where the 
fund has not been dealt with by the court he should also 
give notice to the trustees. Before completing the purchase 
or loan, he should inquire of the trustee, or of the trustees, 
and at the Accountant-General’s as the case may be, whether 
notice has been given of any prior incumbrance, or whether 
any stop order has been obtained to restrain the transfer of 
thefund (Lewin on Trusts, 4th ed. 462). 

8. The mortgagee, who has a common mortgage in fee, 
can either sell, foreclose, or sue upon the covenant. The 
former is the best mode of procedure. The can 
use all the remedies belonging to his character of mortgagee, 
and exercise all the powers that are given to him as and 
when he pleases, even concurrently (Smith's Eq. Man. 7th 
ed, 296). 

9. Where a conveyance of land in fee is made by the 
owner in fee, there is nothing to prevent the reservation of 
the minerals with aright to them, this course is not 
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unfrequent where land is sold in a situation where the 
minerals are, or are supposed to be, valuable. It has, how- 
ever, been recently decided that the ordinary powers of sale 
in a settlement would not authorise a sale by trustees with a 
reservation of minerals. In consequence of this decision the 
Act 25 & 26 Vict. c. 108, was passed confirming sales of this 
kind already made, and providing that further sales, with 
such reservations, might be made by the authority of the 
Court of Chancery, to be obtained by petition in a summary 
way unless forbidden by the instrument creating the trust 
or power (Wms. Real Prop. 286). 

10. A tenant for life is authorised by the Leases and Sales 
of Settled Estates Act, 1856, to make leases (except of the 
Leen mansion-house and its demesnes) for any term not 
exceeding twenty-one years, to take effect in possession pro- 
vided the lease be by deed and the best rent be thereby re- 
served without any premium, and provided it be not without 
impeachment of waste, and contain a covenant for payment 
of rent, and other usual and proper covenants, and a condi- 
tion of re-entry on non-payment of rent and non-observance 
of covenants, and provided a counterpart be executed by 
the lessee. 

11. A condition for taking and using the name and arms 
of the settlor is enforced by a clause called a shifting clause, 
declaring that in the case of the person refusing to take and 
use the name and arms for a certain period, his interest 
shall thereupon cease, and the estate be held for the use of 
another person or other persons. 

12. A will must be signed by the testator, or by some 
other person on his behalf in his presence and by his diree- 
tion, and such signature must be made or acknowledged by 
the testator in the presence of two or more witnesses present 
at the same time, and such witnesses must attest the will 
in the presence of the testator. A will may be revoked—by 
burning, tearing, or otherwise destroying by the testator, 
or some other person in his presence, and by his direction 
animo revocandi; by marriage; by a subsequent testa- 
mentary instrument duly executed and attested. 

13. In a lease of a private house in London, covenants by 
the lessee to pay the rent, rates, and taxes, to repair and 
deliver up in repair at the end of the term, to insure, and not 
to use the premises except as a dwelling house, would be 
usual covenants. Ina lease of a farm the usual covenants 
by the lessee would be to pay the rent, rates, and taxes, and 
to cultivate the land according to the best rules of husbandry 
of the neighbourhood; which covenants would of course vary 
in different situations. 

14. Trustees having power to invest upon Government 
Securities, or upon Parliamentary Stocks, Funds, or Secu- 
rities, may, under statute 23 & 24 Vict.c. 38, and Order of 
1st Feb., 1861, investin Bank Stock, East India Stock, Ex- 
chequer Bills, and £2 10s. per Cent. Annuities, and upon 
mortgage of freehold and copyhold estates in England and 
Wales. And by virtue of the statute 22 & 23 Vict. c. 35, 
s. 82, and the statute 23 & 24 Vict. c. 38, s. 12, unless for- 
bidden by the instrument creating the trust, trustees can 
invest on real securities in any part of the United Kingdom, 
or on the Stock of the Bank of England or Ireland, or on 
East India Stock. And by the statute 23 & 24 Vict. c. 145, 
s. 25, trustees shall be at liberty to invest in any of the 
Parliamentary Stocks or Public Funds, or in Government 
Securities. 

15. If real estate be devised to a trustee who is unwilling 
to act, and who has not acted, the usual and proper course 
to be taken by him is to execute a disclaimer of the estate 
and trusts, 

I1].—Equity axp PRacTICE OF THE Counts, 

1. An administration summons is less effectual than a 
bill for the administration of the estate and effects of a 
deceased person, as it applies to personal estate only, or to 
real estate, where the whole real estate of the deceased is 
by devise vested in trustees, who are, by the will, em- 
powered to sell such real estate, and to give receipts for the 
rents and profits, and for the produce of the sale thereof. 
And, further, in taking the accounts under an order obtained 
on an administration summons, an executor or trustee 
cannot be charged with wilful default (Re Frycr, 8 K.& J. 
317 ; 15 & 16 Vict. c. 86, ss, 45, 47). 

2. A creditor whose claim has been disallowed by the 
chief clerk may take out a summons to vary the certificate, 
which summons will be heard by the judge, and should be 
taken out within four days after such certificate has been 


signed by the chief clerk. Or, if the certificate has been 





signed and adopted by the judge, such creditor may, within 
eight clear days from the time of filing, apply by summons 
or motion to vary the same (15 & 16 Vict. c. 80, s. 84; 385 
Cons. Ord. rule 52). 

3. Ata sale by auction, made under a decree of the Court, 
parties to the suit cannot bid, so as to become purchasers, 
unless they have previously obtained permission of the 
Court for that purpose. <A receiver in the cause is under a 
similar disqualification. 

4, The formalities which should be observed ‘in the 
preparation and completion of an aflidavit” are generall 
as follows, but it is perhaps not correct to say that they all 
must be observed before it can be read in court :—it should 
be entitled in the cause or matter in which it is to be used 
contain name, residence, and description of the deponent 
—be expressed in the first person—be suitably divided into 
numbered paragraphs—disclose deponent’s means of know- 
ledge of facts deposed to—be written on foolseap paper, book- 
wise—be signed and sworn to by deponent before a duly 
authorised person, and then a note being appended, stating on 
whose behalf it is to be used, it should be filed, and in most 
cases notice given to the proper parties. An office copy 
should then be obtained, which will be printed where the 
affidavit is part of the evidence to be used at the hearing of 
the cause, otherwise written. The office copy is the docu- 
ment on which the court acts. 

5. In order to enable you to use iv support of a motion an 
affidavit filed before the date of the notice of motion, notice 
of the intention to use such affidavit should be given to the 
party against whom the motion is to be made. Nothing is 
required to be done to entitle you to use an affidavit filed 
after such date as the opposite party may find out what 
affidavits have been since filed by you, from an examination 
of the affidavit books at the Record and Writ Clerk’s office. 

6. An executor who is a creditor of his testator has this 
advantage over other creditors of the same degree, that he is 
permitted to retain assets to pay his own debt before paying 
any other creditor. 

7. When a party has an equitable defence to an action at 
law, he may apply to the Court of Chancery to restrain pro- 
ceedings at law at any time after such proceedings have been 
commenced. 

8, An injunction under the Common Law Procedure 
Act, 1854, differs from an injunction of the Court of Chan- 
cery, inasmuch as the former is incidental to an action at law 
and is only applicable, where a wrongful act or breach of 
contract has been already committed, to restrain the repeti- 
tion or continuance thereof or the committal of any breach 
of contract or injury of a like kind arising out of the same 
contract or relating to the same right, while the latter may 
be granted upon a mere apprehension of wrong (Haynes’ 
Outlines, 289), 

9. The — of a party being ‘ put to his election” is 
that he is compelled by the Court to choose or elect between 
two rights, one of which is derived under an instrument in 
which an intention appears that he should not enjoy both. 
An instance of election would arise if a testator seised of 
Blackacre in fee, and Whiteacre in tail, devises Blackacre to 
his eldest son, and Whiteacre to the younger and dies, for 
the Court would not permit the eldest to claim Blackacre as 
devisee and Whiteacre as heir in tail, but would compel him 
to choose between them or “put him to his election” 
(Hayne’s Outlines, 293). 

10. Where infants are to be served with notice of a decree 
the notice is to be served on such person or persons, and in 
such manner as the judge to whose court the cause is attached 
may direct. This direction is obtained on a summons at 
chambers taken out for that purpose. 

11. Acts which amount to such a part performance of a 
parol agreement to sell land as will be sufficient to support 
a bill for specific performance must be exclusively referable 
to such agreement, and must be of such a nature as to put 
the party who has performed them in such a situation that 
it would be a fraud in the other party not to complete the 
contract. The delivery of an abstract, or the payment of a 
deposit, is not such a part performance. The admission of a 
purchaser into possession, if exclusively referable to the con- 
tract, is such a part performance (Sm. Eq.*Jurisp. 242). 

12. Where the consideration ina contract for the purchase 
of an estate is an annuity for the life of the vendor and the 
vendor dies before completion, the Court will, in the absence 
of any reason other than the fact of such death, enforce such 
contract against the vendors representatives. 

13. A receiver is an office of the court, appointed for the 


























April 28, 1866. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 


609 








urpose of receiving and man TO under its direc- 
mage | control. . He eer Bee teh for rent, cut 
timher, give notice to quit, or let the estate, without the 
authority of the Court. 

14. A man may, under some circumstances, be found a 
lunatic without personal inspection by a jury, as a jury is 
not necessary to be summoned, unless the alleged lunatic 
shall demand one on notice of the petition being served on 
him (16 & 17 Vict. c. 70), also where an issue is directed 
under 24 & 25 Vict. c. 86, no inspection by the jury is neces- 
sary, if the judge who tries the same so order. 

15. If parties fail in establishing the lunacy, the costs of 
the inquiry will fall on the alleged lunatic only when an 
order for that purpose is made, such costs are cahiec’ to the 
hee of the Lord Chancellor, under 25 & 26 Vict. c. 86, 
s. 11. 

IV.—BANKRUPICY AND PRACTICE OF THE Courts. 

1. The principle of the bankrupt laws is to do justice to 
creditors, and kindness to the deine. It seeks to pro- 
tect the creditors against fraud and dishonesty, and to secure 
to them as complete a satisfaction, as is consistent with the 
= of others, and a reasonable consideration for the debtor. 
The bankrupt is stript of his property retrospectively, from 
the date of the act of bankruptcy, which is vested in his 
assignees for the general benefit of his creditors, subject to 
the rights of third parties. , 

2. To constitute a bankrupt, a debt of £50 or more must 
exist, and one of the acts of bankruptcy enumerated in the 
Act must have occurred, followed by adjudication on the ap- 
plication of the bankrupt or a creditor (Sm. Man. Bkcy. 21). 

3. The petitioning creditor’s debt must amount to £50, if 
on the petition of one creditor, or two or more partners ; 
£70 it on the petition of two creditors ; and £100 if on the 
petition of three or more creditors combined. The debt or 
debts must be both legal and equitable (Sm. Bkcy. 35). 

4, Asarule, a landowner cannot be made a bankrupt in 
respect of dealings with the produce of his own estate. But 
a sale or mortgage made by a person not bond fide, and with 
intent to delay or defeat creditors, would amount to an act 
of bankruptcy (Sm. Bkey. 23). 

5. Where a transfer of part of a trader’s property is both 
voluntary and also in contemplation of bankruptcy, or both 
voluntary and calculated to produce insolvency, it is a 
fraudulent preference, and as a rule it amounts to an act of 
bankruptcy (Sm. Bkey. 25). 

6. An adjudication of bankruptcy against one of several 
partners amounts toa dissolution of the partnership, and 
any petition filed against the other members of the firm 
must be prosecuted in the same court (Sm, Bkcy. 46), 

7. The official assignee has power to collect and get in 
all debts under £10 after the creditors’ assignee is appointed. 
The creditors’ assignee, by leave of the Court, may sue for 
debts over that sum, and he may compound or sell the debts 
if for the benefit of the estate. 

8. The assignee may decline to take such leasehold 
premises, and thereupon if the bankrupt, within fourteen 
days after notice thereof, delivers up the lease to the person 
entitled to the reversion, le is discharged from all future 
liability thereunder, If the assignee fails to elect, the land- 
lord may apply to the Court to compel them to do so (Sm. 
Bkcy. 67 et seq.). 

9, They may be payable at a future date, so that an allow- 
ance for interest thereon is made. If they sound in damages 
the Court may ascertain the same, either with or without a 
ury. 

; io. A ereditor holding security must either give it up to 
the assignees for the benefit of the creditors generally, or he 
must have the value of it ascertained by sale and prove for 
the deficiency (if any) only (Sm. Bkey. 84). 

11. A separate creditor is only entiled to recover a divi- 
dend out of the joint estate where there is an overplus of 
joint estate. This overplus is carried to the account of the 
separate estates of each bankrupt in proportion to their re- 
spective rights and interest in the joint estate (2. D. & M. 


12. Friendly societies and savings banks have priority for 
money due from their bankrupt officer, and assessed taxes 
up to the 5th April next after the bankruptcy also rank 
prior to other debts, as do parochial rates for twelve 
months prior to the adjudication, and the Court may order 
priority of payment to clerks and servants for three months 


Wages, 
13. By the 172nd section of the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, 








bills of exchange not due at the time of the ger acs may 
be proved on deducting a rebate of interest (D. & M. 810). 

14. Reputed ownership means that such goods, &c., as 
are in the possession, order, or disposition of the bankrupt 
at the time of the adjudication, or of the act of bankruptcy, 
shall be deemed to be the bankrupt’s property, and they may 
be accordingly vested in his assignees, by order of the 
Court, even though, in fact, the property of others (1 D. & M. 
385). 

15. Such a provision is not maintainable, where the 
property so settled was the bankrupt’s own. The reason is 
that such a settlement is considered to be against public 
policy (Bradley v. Peixoto, Tud. Lead. Cas. R. P. in notes, 
868). 


V.—CromnaL LAw AND PROCEEDINGS BEFORE MAGIs- 
TRATES. 

1, The principal matters to be proved on an indictment 
for receiving stolen goods, are, that such goods were received 
by the prisoner, knowing the same to have been stolen, 
taken, extorted, obtained, embezzled, or otherwise disposed 
of, but if the prisoner is indicted for a substantive felony, it 
is not necessary to prove that the principal felon has been 
previously convicted (24 & 25 Vict. c. 96, s. 91). 

2. The receiver of stolen goods, where the stealing, taking, 
extorting, i Spe, embezzling or otherwise disposing 
thereof amounts to a felony, is guilty of felony. Where the cir- 
cumstances are such that the principal has been guilty of a 
misdemeanour only, the receiver is guilty of a misd emeanour 
(24 & 25 Vict. c. 96, s. 91, 95). 

3. The depositions of a witness may be used in evidence 
against the accused, the same having been regularly taken, 
if the persons who made the depositions are dead or so ill as 
not to be able to travel (11 & 12 Vict. c. 42, s. 17). 

4. Embezzlement is the fraudulent appropriation by a 
clerk or servant or by one who is employed for the purpose 
or in the capacity of a clerk or servant of any chattel, money, 
or valuable security which shall have been delivered to, or 
received or taken into possession by him, for, or in the name, 
or on account, of his master or employer; such person is 
deemed to have feloniously stolen the same from his master 
or employer, although such chattel, money, or security, was 
not received into the possession of such master or employer 
otherwise than by the actual possession of his clerk or ser- 
vant. The principal matters to be proved appear in the fore- 
going definition (24 & 25 Vict. ¢. 96, s. 68). 

5. At common law any person (whether a peace office or 
not) may, without warrant, arrest any one for felony on 
probable suspicion. But a private person should be in a 
position to show an actual commission of the crime by some 
one, as well as reasonable ground for suspecting the par- 
ticular person, And whoever joins in following upon a 
‘hue and cry” that has been raised will be justified in the 
apprehension of the party pursued, though innocent, and no 
felony has been committed (Steph. vol. iv. 430, 431). 

6. The finder of lost property who knows, or who has 
reasonable means of knowing, to whom the same belongs, 
and who, with such knowledge, or means of knowledge, 
at the time of finding, keeps the property with the inten- 
tion of appropriating it to his own use, is guilty of larceny: 
The Queen v. Thurborn, 1 Den. C. C. R. 387. Concealment 
of treasure trove is punishable by fine and imprisonment. 

7. A confession by the accused will be inadmissible in 
evidence against him when such confession has been 
extracted from him by threats or promises. 

8. If a witness on cross-examination be asked, with a view 
to discredit him, whether he had committed a particular 
act, and he deny it, witnesses cannot be called to contradict 
him as this would raise an indefinite number of issues which 
witnesses could not fairly be expected to come prepared to 
meet (R. v. Ewing, 2 Camp. 638). 

9, An appeal lies against a summary conviction under 
the Larceny Act or Malicious Injuries Acts, where the sum 
adjudged to be paid shall exceed £5, or the imprisonment 
adjudged shall exceed one month, or the conviction shall 
take place before one justice only (Greaves’ Crim. Acts, 
150, 209). 

10. The obliteration or alteration of the crossing of a 
cheque with intent to defraud is felony (24 & 25 Vict. ¢. 98, 
8. 25). 

11. For the purposes of the Larceny Act the night is 
deemed to commence at nine of the clock of the evening of 
each day, and to conclude at six of the clock in the morning 
of the next succeeding day (24 & 25 Vict. c. 96, s. 1). 
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12. The altering deeds or bonds with intent to defraud is 
e lony, andis punishable under the 24 & 25 Vict. c. 98, 
8. 20. 


13. Where a term has expired, or has been duly deter- 
mined by notice to quit, possession may be obtained by a 
andlord against his tenant by proceedings before a magis- 
trate, where the rent does not exceed £20 per annum (Sm. 
Com. Law. Man. 424). 

14, A servant who takes his master’s corn against his 
orders, to feed the master’s horses, is not now guilty ofa felony, 
but of an offence punishable by taking proceedings before 
justices. 

15. On a charge of assault being dismissed by the magis- 
trates after hearing, a certificate of the order of dismissal 
should be granted by the magistrate and given to the de- 
fendant, which will be a good defence against any further 


proceedings. 








COURT PAPERS. 


RULES OF COURT FOR REGULATING THE PRO- 
CEDURE AND PRACTICE IN SUITS BY ENGLISH 
INFORMATION, 


The Right Honourable Sir Frepertck Potiock, Knight, 
Lord Chief Baron of Her Majesty’s Court of Exchequer, 
and Sir SamveL Martin, Knight, Sir Gzorce WILLIAM 
WILsHERE BRAMWELL, Knight, Sir Witt1aM Fry Cuan- 
NELL, Knight, and Sir Gittery Picort, Knight, Barons 
of the same Court, do hereby, in pursuance and exeeution 
of the power given them by ‘‘ The Crown Suits, &., Act, 
1865,” and of every or any other power of authority 
enabling them in this behalf, order and direct in manner 
following:— 

Rute I. 
Printing of Informations. 

1. Consolidated Chancery Orders, 1X. 8, page 37.—In- 
formations shall be printed on cream wove machine drawing 
foolscap folio paper 19lbs. per mill ream, in pica type, 
leaded, with an inner margin about three-quarters ofan inch 
wide, and an outer margin about two and a-half inches wide, 
and dates and sums occurring therein shall be expressed in 
figures instead of words. Every information shall be divided 
into pa: hs, numbered consecutively. 

2. [bid., XL. 19, and page 199, Rule 4.—Ibid., p. 132.— 
The payment to be made by a defendant for such printed 
copies of the information as he requires, shall be at the rate 
of one halfpenny per folio of 72 words. 


Rutz II. 
Service of Copy of Information and Appearance. 

1, Ibid., X.3.—Where a defendant within the jurisdic- 
tion of the Court is served with a copy of an information in 
manner provided by ‘‘The Crown Suits, &c., Act, 1865,” 
he must appear thereto within eight days after the service 
of such copy. 

2. Ibid., X. 4.—Where any defendant, not appearing to 
be an infant or a person of weak or unsound mind, unable 
of himself to defend the suit, is, when within the jurisdic- 
tion of the Court, duly served with a copy or the informa- 
tion, in manner provided by “‘ The Crown Suits, &c., Act, 
1865,” and refuses or neglects to appear thereto within eight 
days after such service, the informant may, after the ex- 
piration of such eight days, and within three weeks from 
the time of such service, apply to the Queen’s Remeimbrancer 
to enter an appearance for such defendant, and no appear- 
ance having been entered, the Queen’s Remembrancer shall 
enter such appearance accordingly, upon being satisfied by 
affidavit that the copy of the information was duly served ; 
and after the expiration of such three weeks, or after the 
time allowel to such defendant for appearing has expired, 
in any case in which the Queen’s canadien is not 
hereby required to enter such appearance, the informant 
may apply to the Court or a judge for leave to enter such 
appearance for such defendant, and the Court or judge being 
satisfied that the copy of the information was duly served, 
and that no appearance has been entered for such defendant, 
may, if it seem fit, order the same accordingly. 

3. Ibid., X. 5.—Any appearance entered at the instance 
of the informant, for a defendant who, at the time of the 
entry thereof, is an infant or a person of weak or unsound 
mind, unable of himself to defend the suit, shall be irregular 
and of no validity. 





4. Ibid., VII. 3.—Where, upon default made by a defen- 
dant in not appearing to or not answering an information, it 
appears to the Court or a judge that such defendant is an 
infant or a person of weak or unsound mind, not so found by 
inquisition, so that he is unable of himself to defend the suit, 
the Court or a judge may, upon the application of the in- 
formant, order that some proper person be assigned guardian 
of such defendant, by whom he may appear to and answer 
or appear to or answer the information and defend the suit. 
But no such order shall be made unless it appears on the 
hearing of such application that a copy of the information 
was duly served in manner provided by ‘‘The Crown Suits, 
&c., Act, 1865,” and that notice of such application was, 
after the expiration of the time allowed for appearing to or 
for answering the information, and at least six clear days 
before the day in such notice named for hearing the applica- 
tion, served upon or left at the dwelling house of the person 
with whom, or under whose care, such defendant was at the 
time of serving such copy of the information, and also (in the 
case of such defendant being an infant not residing with or 
under the care of his father or guardian) served upon or left 
at the dwelling house of the father or guardian of such in- 
fant, unless the Court or judge, at the time of hearing such 
application, shall dispense with such last-mentioned service. 

5. Ibid., X. 6—Where the Court or a judge is satisfied by 
sufficient evidence that any defendant has been within the 
jurisdiction of the Court at some time not more than two 
years before the information was filed, and that such defen- 
dant is out of the jurisdiction, or that upon inquiry at his 
usual place of abode (if he had any), or at any other place or 
places where at the time when the information was filed he 
might probably have been met with, he could not be found, so 
as to be served with a copy of the information, and that in 
either case there is just ground to believe that such defendant 
has gone out of the jurisdiction or otherwise absconded to 
avoid being served with such copy of the information or with 
other process, the Court or a judge may order that such 
defendant do appear at a certain day to be named in the 
order, and a copy of such order, together with a notice to 
the effect set forth at the end of this clause, may, within 
fourteen days after such order made, be inserted in the 
London Gazette, and be otherwise published as the Court or a 
judge may direct ; and where the defendant does not appear 
within the time limited by such order, or within such 
further time as the Court ora judge may appoint, then, on 

roof made of such publication of the order, the Court or a 
judge may order an appearance to be entered for the defen- 
dant, on the application of the informant. 

‘“Notice.—A.B, Take notice, that if you do not appear, 
pursuant to the above order, the informant may enter 
an appearance for you, and the Court may afterwards 
grant to the informant such relief as he may appear to be 
entitled to on his own showing.” 

6. Ibid., X.7.—Where a person named as a defendant to 

an information is out of the jurisdiction of the court. 

{1.) The Court or a judge, upon application supported by 
sufficient evidence in what place or country such defen- 
dant is or may probably be found, may order that a copy 
of the information, and if an answer is required, a copy 
of the interrogatories, may be served on such defendant 
in such place or country, or within such limits, as the 
Court or judge shall think fit to direct. 

(2.) Such order shall limit a time after such service, 
within which such defendant is to appear to the infor- 
mation, such time to depend on the place or country 
within which the copy of the information is to be served ; 
and where an answer is required such order shall also 
limit a time within which such defendant is to plead, 
answer, or demur, or obtain further time to make his de- 
fence to the information. 

(3.) At the time when such one of the information shall 
be served, the informant shall also cause such defendant 
to be served with a copy of the order giving the inform- 
ant leave to serve such copy of the iaiien. 

(4.) And if upon the expiration of the time for appearing 
it be shown to the satisfaction of the Court or a judge 
that such defendant was duly served with such copy of 
the information, and with a copy of the order, the Court 
or judge may, upon the application of the informant, 
order an appearance to be entered for such defendant. 

7. Ibid., X. 9.—A defendant, notwithstanding that an 

appearance may have been entered for him by the inform- 
ant, may afterwards enter an appearance for himself in the 
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ordinary way, but such appearance by such defendant shall 
not affect any proceeding duly taken or any right acquired 
by the informant under or after the appearance entered by 
him, or prejudice the informant’s right to be allowed the 
costs of the first appearance. 

8. Ibid., III. 5.—Every party defending in person shall 
cause to be written or printed upon every demurrer, plea, 
answer, or other pleading or proceeding, and upon an in- 
structions which he may leave at the Queen’s Remem- 
brancer’s Office, for any appearance or other purpose, his 
name and place of residence, and also (if his place of resi- 
dence shall be more than three miles from the Queen’s Re- 
membrancer’s Office) another proper place (to be called his 
address for service), which shall not be more than three 
miles from the said office, where writs, notices, and other 
documents, proceedings, and written communications may 
be left for him. 

Rute II, 


Amendment of Informations, 


1. Ibid., IX. 18.—Where in amending an information no 
addition or insertion of more than 180 words in any one 
place is made, the information may be amended by written 
alterations in the printed information which has been filed, 
and by written additions on paper to be interleaved there- 
with, if necessary, but in all other cases the amendment must 
be made by a reprint of the information. 

2. The practice of amending a defendant's copy of the 
information shall, with respect to informations filed after 
these rules come into operation, be abolished. . 

3. Ibid., 1X. 20.—A copy of an amended information, 
whether upon an amendment by a reprint, or by such 
alterations and additions as mentioned in the first clause of 
this rule, shall be served upon the defendant or his solicitor, 
and such copy may be partly printed and partly written, if 
the amendment is not made by a reprint ; and in every case 
the copy to be served shall be first so marked by the proper 
officer of the court as to indicace the filing of such amended 
information, and the date of the filing or amendment 
thereof. 

4, Ibid., 1X.21.—Where a defendant defends by a solicitor, 
service upon such solicitor of a copy of the amended infor- 
mation, whether wholly printed or partly printed and 
partly written, shall be good service on such defendant. 

5. [bid., 1X. 22.—Where a defendant defends in person, 
service at the address for service of such defendant of a copy 
of the amended information, whether wholly printed or 
partly printed and partly written, shall be good service on 
such defendant. 

Rute IV. 
Interrogatories. 

1. Ibid., XI. 2.—Where the informant requires an 
answer to an information from any defendant or defendants 
thereto, the interrogatories for the examination of such 
defendant or defendants shall be filed within eight days 
after the time limited for the appearance of such defendant 
or defendants. 

2. Ibid, XI, 3.—After the expiration of eight days from 
the time limited for the appearance of any defendant, no 
interrogatories shall be filed for the examination of such 
defendant without the special leave cf the Court or of a 
judge, granted upon hearing the parties. 

8. Ibid., XI. 4.—Where a defendant required to answer 
appears in person or by his solicitor within the time limited 
for that purpose by the rules of the Court, the informant 
shall, within eight days after the time allowed for such 
appearance, deliver to such defendant or to. his solicitor a 
copy of the interrogatories so filed as aforesaid, or of such 
of them as the particular defendant is required to answer ; 
and the copy so to be delivered shall be examined with the 
original by the clerks of the Queen’s Remembrancer, and 
they, on finding that the same is properly written, shall 
mark the same as an office copy. 

4, Ibid., XV. 5.—Where a defendant toa suit does not 
appear in person or by his own solicitor within the time 
sftowed for that purpose by the rules of the Court, and the 
informant files interrogatories for his examination, the in- 
formant may deliver a copy of such interrogatories so exa- 
mined and marked as aforesaid to such defendant, at any 
time after the time allowed to such defendant to appear, 
and before his appearance in person or by his own solicitor, 
or the informant may deliver a copy of such interrogatories 
so examined and marked ag aforesaid to the defendant or 





his solicitor after the appearance of such defendant in person 
or by his solicitor, but within eight days after such appear- 


ance. 
Rute V. 
Times allowed in Procedure. 

1. Ibid., XXXVII. 3.—A defendant may demur alone to 
an information within twelve days after his appearance 
thereto, but not afterwards. 

2. Ibid., XXXVII. 4.—A defendant required ,to answer an 
information, whether original or amended, must put in his 
plea, answer, or demurrer thereto, not demurring alone, 
within twenty-eight days from the delivery to him or his 
solicitor of a copy of the interrogatories which he is required 
to answer, or within such further time as the Court ora 
judge may allow. 

If he does not he is subject to the following liabilities -— 

(1.) An attachment may be issued against him. 

(2.) If the sheriff takes the defendant under the attach- 
ment, and accepts bail, and makes his return accord- 
ingly, the informant may by motion of course obtain an 
order directed to the tipstaff of her Majesty’s Court of 
Exchequer, to bring the defendant to the bar of the 
court, and upon the defendant’s being brought to the 
bar of the court the Court may, ifit think fit, absolutely 
commit him to Whitecross-street prison, until he has 
put in his answer. 

(3.) If the sheriff, under the attachment, arrests the de- 
fendant, and sends him to prison, or finding him already 
in custody, detains him, and makes his return ac- 
cordingly, the informant may by motion of course 
obtain a writ of habeas corpus to bring the defendant 
to the bar of the court, and upon the defendant’s being 
so brought to the bar of the court, the Court may, if it 
think fit, absolutely commit him to Whitecross-street 
prison until he has put in his answer. 

(4.) The informant may file a traversing note or proceed 
to have the information taken pro confesso against the 
defendant. 

8. Ibid., XXXVII.—A defendant who is served with a 
copy of an information, whether original or amended, and is 
not required to answer the same, may, without any leave of 
the court or a judge, put in a plea, answer, or demurrer, not 
demurring alone, with fourteen days after the expiration of 
the time within which he might if required to answer, and 
appearing within the time limited for his appearance, have 
been served with interrogatories for his examination in answer 
to the information. 

4, Ibid.. XXXVII. 6.—Where a defendant is ordered to 
answer amendments and exceptions together, he must put 
in his further answer and his answer to the amendments 
within fourteen days after he shall have been served with 
interrogatories for his examination in answer to the amended 
information, or within such further time as the court or a 
judge may allow. If he does not he is subject to the 
same liabilities as are mentioned in the 2nd clause of this 
rule. 

5. The answer of a defendant shall be deemed sufficient. 

(1.) Where no exceptions for insufficiency are filed thereto 
within six weeks after the filing of such answer. 

(2.) Where exceptions being filed the informant does not 
set them down to be argued in the term next following 
the filing of such exceptions. 

(3.) Where a further answer is filed, and the old exce 
tions are not set down to be argued in the term next 
following the filing of such further answer. 

6. Ibid., XXXII. 2.- Unless the Court or a judge give 
special leave to the contrary, there must be at least two clear 
days between the service of a notice of motion and a day 
named in the notice for hearing the motion. And in the 
computation of such two clear days Sundays and other days 
in which the Queen’s Remembrancer’s Office is closed shall 
not be reckoned. 

7. The times limited in this and the others of these rales 
shall apply both to town and country causes, and in all cases 
not provided for by these rules the times in all causes shall 
be the same as those heretofore allowed in town causes, 


Rute VI. 
Printing of Answers. 

1. Chancery Order of 6th March, 1860.—The practice of 
engrossing answers on parchment shall henceforth be discon- 
tinued, and a defendant (except as otherwise provided by the 
fifth clause of this rule) is to file his answer, divided inte 
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paragraphs, numbered consecutively, and written bookwise 
upon paper of the same size and description as that on which 
informations are printed. 

2. At the time when defendant files his answer he is to 
leave with the Queen’s Remembrancer a fair copy thereof 
(without the schedules (if any) of accounts or documents), 
and the clerks of the Queen’s Remembrancer are to examine 
and correct such copy with the answer filed, and return it so 
examined, with a certificate thereon that it is correct and 
proper to be printed. 

3. A defendant is then to cause his answer to be printed 
from such certified copy on paper of the same size and de- 
scription, and in the same type, style, and manner on and in 
which informations are required to be printed, and before the 
expiration. of four days from the filing of his answer is to 
leave a printed copy thereof with the Queen’s Remembrancer, 
with a written certificate thereon by the defendant’s solicitor 
or by the defendant if defending in person, that such print 
is a true copy of the copy of the answer so certified ; and if 
such printed copy shall not be so left the defendant shall be 
subject to the same liabilities as if no answer had been filed. 

4. At any time after the expiration of such four days, the 
detendant, within forty-eight hours after the same shall have 
been demanded in writing, is to have ready for delivery to 
the informant an official and certified printed copy of the 
answer. 

5. Notwithstanding the preceding clauses of this rule, a 
defendant is to be at liberty to swear to and file a printed 
answer. 

6. On receiving from the informant a demand for an 
official and certified printed copy of the answer, the defen- 
dant is to get a printed copy thereof examined by the clerks 
of the Queen’s Remembrancer with the answer as filed, and 
to stamp such copy with a stamp for 5s.; and the clerks of 
the Queen’s Remembrancer, on finding that such copy is 
duly stamped and correct, are to certify thereon that the 
same is a correct copy, and to mark the same as an office 
copy. 

p Such copy is, on demand, to be delivered to the in- 
formant, who, on receipt thereof, is to pay to the defendant 
the amount of the stamp thereon, and at the rate of 4d. per 
folio for the same. 

8. The informant is also to be entitled to demand and re- 
ceive from the defendant any additional number of printed 
copies of his answer, not exceeding ten, on payment for the 
same at the rate of one halfpenny per folio. 

9. After all the defendants who are required to answer 
shall have filed their answers, a co-defendant is to be 
entitled to demand and receive from any other defendant 
any number of printed copies of his answer, not exceeding 
six, on payment for the same at the rate of one halfpenny 
per folio. 

10. Office copies of schedules to answers of accounts or 
documents are to be obtained according to the practice now 
existing for obtaining office copies of answers. 

11. The clerks of the Queen’s Remembrancer are not to 
certify or mark any printed copy of an answer which has any 
alteration or interlineation in writing. 

12. No costs are to be allowed for any written brief of an 
answer, unless the Court or a judge shall direct the allow- 
ance thereof. 

13. The clauses of this rule, other than clause one, are not 
to apply to answers filed by defendants defending in formd 

pouperis. 
tuLeE VIi. 
Tuking Informations Pro Confesso, © 


1. Consolidated Chancery Orders, XX11.—Upon the execu- 
tion of an attachment for want of answer against any defen- 
dant, or at any time within three weeks afterwards, the in- 
formant may cause such defendant to be served with a notice 
of motion to be made on some day in the following term not 
less than fourteen days after the p be of such service, that the 
information may be taken pro confesso against such defendant, 
and thereupon, unless such defendant has, in the meantime, 
put in his answer to the information, or obtained further 
time to answer the same, the Court, ifit so think fit, may 
order the information to be taken pro confesso against such 
defendant, either immediately, or at such time, and upon 
such terms, and subject to such conditions as, under the 
circumstances of the case, the Court shall think proper. 

2. Where any defendant, whether within or not within 
the jurisdiction of the Court, docs not put in his answer in 
due time after appearance entered by or for him, and the 





informant is unable with due diligence to procure a writ of 
attachment or any subsequent process, for want of answer to 
be executed against such defendant by reason of his being 
out of the jurisdiction of the Court, or being concealed, or 
for any other cause, then such defendant shall, for the 
purpose of enabling the informant to obtain an order to take 
the information p70 confesso, be deemed to have absconded 
to avoid or to have refused to obey the process of the Court. 

3. Where any defendant who under the second clause of 
this rule may be deemed to have absconded to avoid or to 
have refused to obey the process of the Court, appears in 
person by his own solicitor, the informant may serve upon 
such defendant or his solicitor a notice that on a day in such 
notice named (being not less than fourteen days after the 
service of such notice) the Court will be moved that the 
information may be taken pro confesso against such defen- 
dant; and the informant must, upon the hearing of such 
motion, satisfy the Court that such defendant ought, under 
the provisions of the second clause of this rule, to be deemed 
to have absconded to avoid, or to have refused to obey, the 
process of the Court ; and the Court, if so satisfied, and if an 
answer has not been filed, may, if it so think fit, order the 
information to be taken pro confesso against such defendant, 
either immediately or at such time or upon such further 
notice as under the circumstances of the case the Court may 
think proper. 

4, Where any defendant, who, under the 2nd clause of 
this rule, may be deemed to have absconded to avoid, or to 
have refused to obey, the process of the Court, has had an 
appearance entered for him under the 2nd, 5th, or 6th clause 
of Rule II., and does not afterwards appear in person or by 
his own solicitor, the informant may cause to be inserted 
in the London Gazette a notice that on a day in such notice 
named (being not less than four weeks after the first inser- 
tion of such notice in the London Gazette) the Court will be 
moved that the information may be taken pro confesso 
against such defendant, and the informant must, upon the 
hearing of such motion, satisfy the Court that such defen- 
dant ought, under the provisions of the second clause of this 
rule, to be deemed to have absconded to avoid, or to have 
refused to obey, the process of the Court, and that such 
notice of motion has been inserted in the London Gazette at 
least once in every entire week (reckoned from Sunday 
morning to Saturday evening) which shall have elapsed 
between the time of the first insertion thereof and the time 
for which the said notice is given; and the Court, if so 
satisfied, and if an answer has not been filed, may, if it so 
think fit, order the information to be taken pro confesso 
against such defendant, either immediately or at such time 
or upon such further notice as under the circumstances of 
the case the Court may think proper. 

5. Any defendant being in custody for want of his answer 
and submitting to have the information taken pro confesso 
against him, may apply to the Court upon motion, with 
notice to be served on the informant, to be discharged out of 
custody, and thereupon the Court may order the information 
to be taken pro confesso against such defendant, and may 
order him to be discharged out of custody upon such terms 
as appear to be just, unless it appears, from the nature of the 
informant’s case, or otherwise to the satisfaction of the Court, 
that justice cannot be done to the informant without dis- 
covery or further discovery from such defendant. 

6, No cause in which an order is made that an information 
be taken pro confesso against a defendant shall be heard on 
the same day on which the order is made, but the cause shall 
be set down to be heard, and the Court, if it so think fit, may 
appoint a special day for the hearing thereof. 

7. A defendant against whom an order to take an informa- 
tion pro confesso is made may appear at the hearing of the 
cause, and where he waives all objection to the order, but 
not otherwise, he may be heard to argue the case upon the 
merits as stated in the information. 

8. Upon the hearing of a cause in which an information 
has been ordered to be taken pro confesso, such decree shall 
be made as to the Court shall seem just; and in the case of 
any defendant who has appeared at the hearing, and waived 
all objection to such order to take the imformation pro con- 


Jesso, or against whom the order has been made after appear- 


ance by himself and his own solicitor, or upon notice served 
on him, or after the execution of a writ of attachment against 
him, the decree shall be absolute, 

9. In pronouncing the decree the Court may, either upon 
the case stated in the information, or upon that case and 
a motion by the informant for the purpose, as the case may 
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require, order a receiver of the real and personal estate of 
the defendant against whom the information has been 
ordered to be taken pro confesso to be appointed, with the 
usual directions, or direct a sequestration of such real and 

ersonal estate to be issued, and may (if it appear to be 
just) direct payment to be made out of such real or personal 
estate of such sum of money as at the hearing or any sub- 
sequent stage of the cause the informant shall appear to be 
entitled to. 

10. A decree founded on an information taken pro con- 
Jesso is to be entered as other decrees. 

11. After a decree founded on an intormation taken pro 
confesso has been entered, an office copy thereof shall (unless 
the Court shall dispense with service thereof) be served on 
the defendant against whom the order to take the informa- 
tion pro confesso was made, or his solicitor ; and where the 
decree is not absolute, under the eighth clause of this rule, 
such defendant or his solicitor shall be at the same time 
served with a notice to the effect that if such defendant desires 
permission to answer the informant’s information, and set 
aside the degree, application for that purpose must be made 
to the Court within the time specified in the notice, or that 
otherwise such defendant will be absolutely excluded from 
making any such application. 

12. Where such notice as is mentioned in the last preced- 
ing clause of this rule is to be served within the jurisdiction 
of the court, the time therein specified for such application 
to be made by the defendant shall be fourteen clear days 
after the service of such notice, or in case the Court be not 
sitting at the expiration of such fourteen clear days, then on 
the first day of the term next following the expiration of 
such fourteen clear days ; but where such notice is to be 
served out of the jurisdiction of the court such time shall be 
specially appointed by the Court, on the ex parte application 
of the informant. 

13. No proceeding shall be taken, and no receiver ap- 
pointed under the decree, nor any sequestrator under any 
sequestration issued in pursuance thereof, shall take posses- 
sion of, or in any manner intermeddle with, any part of the 
real or personal estate of a defendant, and no other process 
shall issue to compel performance of the decree, without 
leave of the Court or a judge, to be obtained after notice 
served on such defendant or his solicitor, unles the Court or 
a judge shall dispense with such service. 

14. Any defendant waiving all objection to take the infor- 
mation pro confesso, and subinitting to pay such costs as the 
Court may direct, nay, before inrolment of the decree, have 
the case re-heard upon the merits stated in the information, 
the petition for re-hearing being signed by counsel as other 
petitions for re-hearing. 

15. Where a decree is not absolute, under the Sth clause 
of this rule, the Court may order the same to be made abso- 
lute on the motion of the informant made. 

(1.) After the expiration of three weeks from the service of 
a copy of the decree on a defendant, where the decree 
has ie served within the jurisdiction : 

(2.) After the expiration of the time limited by the notice 
provided for by the 11th clause of this rule, where the 
decree has been served without the jurisdiction, 

(3.) After the expiration of three years from the date of 
the decree, where a defendant has not been served with 
a copy thereof. 

And such order may be made either on the first hearing of 
such motion, or on the expiration of any further time which 
the Court may, on the hearing of such motion, allow to the 
defendant for moving for leave to answer the information. 

16. Where the decree is not absolute, under the 8th clause, 
and has not been made absolute under the 15th clause of 
this rule, and a defendant has a case upon merits not appear- 
ing in the information, he may apply to the Court by motion 
supported by an affidavit stating such case, and submitting 
to such terms with respect to costs and otherwise as the 
Court may think reasonable for leave to answer the informa- 
tion, and the Court, if satisfied that such case is aps a to be 
submitted to the judgment of the Court, may, if it think fit, 
and upon such terms as seem just, vacate the enrolment (if 
any) of the decree, and permit such defendant to answer the 
information, and where permission is so given to put in an 
answer, leave may be given to dile a ve agp replication to 
such answer, and issue may be joined, and witnesses ex- 
anined, and such proceedings had as if the decree had not 
been made, and no proceedings against such defendant had 
been had in the cause. 

17. The rights and liabilities of any defendant undera de- 

‘ 





cree made upon an information taken pro confesso shall extend 
to the representatives of any deceased defendant, and to any 
persons claiming under any person who was defendant at the 
time when the decree was pronounced ; and with reference 
to the altered state of parties and any new interests acquired, 
the Court may, upon motion served in such manner and 
supported by such evidence as under the circumstances of 
the case the Court may deem sufficient, permit such pro- 
ceedings to be taken as the nature and circumstances of the 
case require, for the purpose of having the decree (if 
absolute) duly exeeuted, or for the purpose of having the 
matter of the decree (if not absolute) duly considered, and 
the rights of the parties duly ascertained and determined. 
Rute VIII. 
Traversing Note. 

1. Consolidated Chancery Orders, XIII. 1.—After the 
expiration of the time allowed to a defendant to plead, 
answer, or demur (not demurring alone) to any information, 
whether original or amended before answer, which he has 
been required to answer, if such defendant has not filed any 
plea, answer, or demurrer, the informant may, if he think 
fit, file a note at the Queen’s Remembrancer’s Office to the 
following effect: ‘‘The informant intends to proceed with 
the cause as if the defendant had filed an answer traversing 
the case made by the information.” 

2. Ibid., 2.—After the expiration of the time allowed toa 
defendant to plead, answer, or demur (not demurring alone) to 
an information, amended after answer, which he has been re- 
quired to answer, if such defendant has not filed any plea, 
answer, or demurrer, the informant may if he think fit, file at 
the Queen’s Remembrancer’s Office a note to the following 
effect: ‘‘ The informant intends to proceed with the cause as if 
the defendant had filed an answer traversing the allegations in- 
troduced into the information by amendment.” 

3. Ibid., 3.—After the expiration of the time allowed to a 
defendant to put in his further answer to any information, 
if such defendant shall not have put in any further answer 
the informant may, if he think fit, file at the Queen's 
Remembrancer’s office a note to the following effect: ‘The 
informant intends to proceed with the cause as if the defen- 
dant had filed a farther answer traversing the allegations 
in the information whereon the exceptions are founded.” 

4. Ibid., 4.:—Where a demurrer or plea to the whole in- 
formation is overruled, the informant, if he does not require 
an answer, may, if he think fit, immediately file his note in 
manner directed by the first or second clause of this rule, as 
the case may require, and with the same effect, unless the 
Court, upon overruling such demurrer or plea, gives time to 
the defendant to plead, answer, or demur, and in such case, 
if the defendant does not file any plea, answer, or demurrer, 
within the time so allowed by the Court, the informant, if he 
does not then require an answer, may, if he think fit, on the 
expiration of such time, file such note. 

5. Lbid., 5.—A traversing note having been filed, a copy 
thereof shall be served on the defendant against whom the 
same was filed. 

6. Jbid., 6.—The filing of a traversing note, and due service 
of a copy thereof, shall have the same e‘fect as if the defendant 
against whom such note is filed had filed a full answer, or 
further answer, traversing the whole information, or those 
parts of it to which the note relates, on the day on which 
the note was filed. 

7. Adefendant, after service of the copy of the traversing 
note filed against him as aforesaid, shall not plead answer 
or demur to the information, or put in any further answer 
thereto, without the special leave of the Court or a judge, 
and the cause shall stand in the same situation as if such 
defendant had filed a full answer or further answer to the 
information on the day on which the note was filed. 

Rute IX. 
Replication and Joining Issue. 

1. Tbid., XVII. 2.—No subpeena to pejetn shall hereafter 
be issued, and only one replication shall be filed in each 
cause unless the Court or a judge shall otherwise direct, and 
the replication shall be in the form set forth at the end of 
this rule, or as near thereto as circumstances admit, and 
upon the filing of such replication the cause shall be deemed 
to be completely at issue, and each defendant may without 
any rule or order proceed to verify his case by evidence, and 
the informant may in like manner proceed to verify his case 
by evidence, as soon as notice of the replication having been 
filed has been duly seryed on all the defendants who have 
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filed an answer or plea, or against whom a traversing note 
has been filed, or who have not been required to answer and 
have not answered the information. 


Form of Replication. 

Between —— informant and —— defendant. 

The informant hereby joins issue with the defendants [all 
the defendants who have answered or pleaded, or against 
whom a traversing note has been filed, or who have not been 
sm yt to answer and have not answered the information], 
and will hear the cause on information and answer against 
the defendants [all the defendants against whom the cause is 
to be heard on information and answer], and on the order to 
take the information pro confesso against the defendants [all 
the defendants against whom the information is to be taken 


pro confesso], 
RULE X, 


Evidence, 

1. Consolidated Chancery Orders, Sect. VIII., 15 d& 16 

Vict. c. 26, s. 28.—The mode of examining witnesses now in 
force, and all the}practice of the Court in relation thereto, so 
far as the same are inconsistent with these rules, shall, from 
and after the time appointed for these rules to come into 
operation, be abolished ; provided always, that the Court or 
a judge may, ifit shall seem fit, order any particular witness 
or witnesses within the jurisdiction of the Court, or any 
witness or witnesses out of the jurisdiction'of the court, to be 
examined upon interrogatories in the mode now in force, or 
in such other mode as the Court or a judge may direct ; and 
that with respect to such witness or witnesses the practice 
of the Court in relation to the examination of witnesses 
shall continue in force, save only so far as the same may be 
varied by any order of the Court or a judge in reference to 
any particular case 

2. Chancery Order, 5th Feb., 1861, Rule 3.—The infor- 
mant or any defendant may, at any time within fourteen 
days after issue has been joined in a cause, apply to a judge 
by asummens to be served on the opposite party for an 
order that the evidence as to any facts or issues (such facts 
and issues to be distinctly and concisely specified in the 
summons) may be taken vivd voce at the hearing of the 
cause, and the judge may, if he shall so think fit, make an 
order that the evidence as to such facts and issues, or any 
of them, shall be taken vivd voce at the hearing accordingly ; 
and the facts and issues as to which any such orders shall 
direct that the evidence shall be taken vivd voce at the hear- 
ing shall be distinctly and concisely specified in such order. 
And where any such order shall have been made, the exa- 
mination in chief, as well as the cross-examination and re- 
examination, shall be taken before the Court at the hearing 
as to the facts and issues specified in such order; and no 
affidavit shall be admissible at the hearing in respect of any 
fact or issue which shall be included in any such order as 
aforesaid, 

3. Except as to facts or issues included in any order 
directing evidence to be taken vivd voce at the hearing under 
the first clause of this rule, each party shall be at liberty to 
verify his case by affidavit. 

_ 4. A judge may, if he think fit, upon the application of 
either party, by summons served on the opposite party, 
order that any particular witness or witnesses shall be 
examined orally before an examiner specially appointed by 
the judge for that purpose, whether the evidence of a 
witness or witnesses relate to any facts and issues specified 
in an order under the second clause of this rule or not; and 
witnesses so examined shall be subject to cross-examination 
and re-examination; and such examination, cross-examina- 
tion, and re-examination shall be conducted as nearly as 
may be in the mode now in use in courts of common law 
with respect to a witness about to go abroad, and not 
expected to be present at the trial of a cause ; but subject 
to such directions as may be given by the judge in any 
particular case. 

5. Consolidated Chancery Order, 5th Feb. 1861, Rule 5; 
Exchequer Rules, 1860, 119.—The evidence in chief on both 
sides in any cause taken before the hearing, to be used at 
the hearing (including the examination, cross-examination, 
and re-examination of any witness before a special examiner, 
under any such order as mentioned in the last preceding 
clause of this rule), shall be closed within eight weeks after 
issue joined, unless the time is enlarged by special order; 
and no evidence subsequently taken shall be admissible 
without special leave of the court or a judge. 


6. Consolidated Chancery Orders, XVIII, 1; and Ex- 





chequer Rules, 1860, 121.—All affidavits made in a cause, 
whether for the purpose of being used at the hearing or 
otherwise, shall be taken and expressed in the first person of 
the deponent, and all affidavits shall be filed in the Queen’s 
Remembrancer’s Office ; and affidavits to be used at the 
hearing of a cause shall be so filed before the time of closing 
evidence. 

7. 15 & 16 Vict. c. 86, s. 37.—Every affidavit in a cause 
shall be divided into paragraphs, and every paragraph shall 
be numbered consecutively, and as nearly as may be shall be 
confined to a distinct portion of the subject. 

8. Consolidated Chancery Orders, X1X. 12.—No affidavit 
filed before issue joined in any cause shall, without special 
leave of the Court or a judge, be received at the hearing 
thereof, unless within one month after issue joined notice 
in writing shall have been given by the party intending to 
use the same to the opposite party of his intention in that 
behalf. 

9. Chancery Orders, Feb. 5, 1861, Rule 19.—Where any 
party has filed an affidavit intended to be used at the hearing 
of a cause, any opposite party desiring to cross-examine the 
witness who has made such affidavit, may serve upon the 
party by whom such affidavit has been filed, a notice in 
writing requiring the production of the witness for cross- 
examination before the Court at the hearing, such notice to 
be served within fourteen days next after closing the evi- 
dence, but a judge, on the application of the party filing such 
affidavit, by summons served on the opposite party, may, if 
the circumstances of the case, in his opinion, render it ex- 

edient, make an order giving the party filing such affidavit 
iberty to produce such witness for cross-examination at a 
time named in such order, before an examiner specially ap- 
pointed by the judge, instead of at the hearing. Unless 
such witness is produced accordingly at the hearing, or, if 
such order as last aforesaid have been made, then at the time 
named in such order, such affidavit shall not be used as 
evidence without the leave of the Court. The party pro- 
ducing such witness shall be entitled to demand the expenses 
thereof in the first instance from the party requiring such 
production, but such expenses shall ultimately be borne as 
the Court shall direct. The witness, when produced and 
cross-examined, shall be subject to oral re-examination on 
behalf of the party by whom his affidavit was filed, 

10. Chancery Orders, 5th Feb., 1861, Rule 20.—Where 
any such notice as is mentioned in the last preceding clause 
is given, the party to whom it is given shall be entitled to 
compel the attendance of the witness for cross-examination, 
in the same way as he might compel the attendance ofa 
witness to be examined on his behalf. 

11. The attendance of a witness, whether before the Court 
or a special examiner, may be compelled, either by an order 
of a judge, in the same manner as in courts of common law, 
or by a subpena ad testificandum, or subpena duces tecum, 
which may be in the form mentioned at the foot of this 
rule, with such variations as circumstances may require. 

12. 15 416 Vict. c. 86, s. 34.—When the examination or 
cross-examination of witnesses before a special examiner 
shall have been concluded, the original depositions, authenti- 
cated by the signature of the examiner, shall be transmitted 
by him to the Queen’s Remembrancer’s office, to be there 
filed. 

13. Chancery Order, 5th Feb., 1861, Rule 22.—Any party 
to a cause requiring the attendance of any person before the 
Court for the purpose of being examined shall give to the 
opposite party forty-eight hours’ notice at least of his inten- 
tion to examine such witness or person, such notice to con- 
tain the name and description of the person, unless the 
Court or a judge shall in any case think fit to dispense with 
such notice, 

14, 15 & 16 Vict. c. 86, s, 29.—Upon the hearing of any 
cause, the Court, if it shall see fit to do so, may require the 
production and oral examination before itself, of any witness 
or party in the cause, and may direct the costs of and attend- 
ing the production and examination of such witness or party 
to be paid in such manner as they may think fit. 

15, Ibid., 41.—In cases where it shall be necessary for any 
party to go into evidence ok og | to the hearing of a 
cause, such evidence may be taken by affidavit, but subject 


to any special directions Which may be given by the Court 
or a judge in any particular case, 

16. Chancery Order, 6th March, 1800.—Affidavits to be 
filed in the office of the Queen’s Remembrancer, whether for 
the purpose of being used on an interlocutory eee 
or at the hearing of a cause, or otherwise, are-to be written 
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on foolscap paper bookwise : Provided nevertheless, that the 
Queen’s Remembrancer may receive and file affidavits written 
otherwise than as here directed, if in his opinion the circum- 
stances of the case render such reception and filing desirable 
or necessary. 

17. 15416 Vict. c. 86, s.59.—Upon applications by motion 
to the Court in any suit depending therein for an injunction, 
or to dissolve an injunction, the answer of the defendant 
shall, for the purpose of evidence on such motions, be 
regarded merely asan affidavit of the defendant, and affidavits 
may be received and read in opposition thereto. 


Form of Subpena referred to in Clause 11 of the preceding 
Rule. 


Victoria, by the grace of God of the United Kingdom 
of Great Britain and [reland, Queen, Defender of the Faith : 
To—— greeting. We command you [and every of you], 
that, all excuses ceasing, you do personally be and appear 
before [Our trusty and well-beloved the Barons of our 
Court of Exchequer at Westminster, at such times as the 
bearer hereof shall by notice in writing appoint], [or ——, 
an examiner specially appointed for the examination of 
witnesses in our Exchequer, at such times and places as the 
bearer hereof shall by notice in writing appoint], to testify 
the truth according to your knowledge in a certain cause de- 
pending in our said Court of Exchequer, wherein —— is 
informant [and —— plaintiff, or —— and and others 
are plaintiffs], and —— and others [or another] is [or are] 
defendant [or defendants] on the part of the —— [and that 

ou then and there bring with you and produce ——], and 

ereof fail not at your peril. 

Witness, &c. 

Rute XI. 


Setting Down for Hearing. 

1. Consolidated Chancery Orders, XXI. 1.—Within eight 
weeks after the evidence has been closed, the informant is to 
set down the cause, and obtain and serve on the solicitor of 
the defendant, or upon the defendant, if defending in person, 
a subpeena to hear judgment. Ifhe doesnot, any defendant, 
after the expiration of such eight weeks, may set the cause 
down, and may obtain a subpena to hear judgment, and 
serve the same on the solicitor of the informant, and on the 
otner defendants, if any. 

2. Ibid., 5.—A subpoena to hear judgment must be served 
at least ten days before the return thereof. 

3. A subpcena to hear judgment shall be in the form next 
hereinafter set forth, with such variations as circumstances 
may require. 





Subpena to hear Judgment. 

Victoria, by the grace of God of the United Kingdom of 
Great Britain and Ireland Queen, Defender of the Faith : 
To —— greeting. We command you [and every of you] 
that you appear before the Chancellor and Barons of our Ex- 
chequer at Westminster on the —— day of ——, or when- 
ever thereafter a certain cause now depending on our Court 
of Exchequer at Westminster, wherein —— is informant 
{and —— plaintiff], and —— is defendant [or, are defen- 
dants], shall come on for hearing, then and there to receive 
and abide by such judgment and decree as shall then or 
thereafter be pronounced, upon pain of judgment being pro- 
nounced against you by default. 

Witness —— at Westminster the —— day of ——, in the 
year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and sixty —. 

Rote XII. 
Decrees, Rules, and Orders, 

1. Ibid., XXIII. 2.—It shall not be necessary in drawing 
up any decree to recite any of the pleadings or any previous 
saps beyond the prayer of the information, but it shall 

sufficient to refer thereto; save only that in cases involving 
special circumstances, as the court or a judge shall direct, or 
the Queen’s Remembrancer shall in his discretion think fit, 
such short recitals may be inserted as may be necessary to 
show the grounds on which the decree is granted. 

2. Rules of 26th Nov. 1861,—All rules at side bar, and 
orders on motion of course, shall bear date on the day they 
are drawn up. 

8. Rule of 22nd June, 1860.—All rules upon the sheriffs of 
London or Middlesex to return writs shall be four-day rules, 
and upon other sheriffs eight-day rules, 

4. Rute 144,—The writ heretofore used calling upon a 
party to perform a rule, order, or decree, shall not be neces- 
sary or used to bring such party into contempt, but the 
serving of a copy of the rule, or the copy of an office copy 





of such rule, order, or decree, shall be deemed sufficient 
service. 

5. Rule 113.—It shall not, except in cases of attachment, 
be necessary to the regular service of a rule, order, or decree 
that the original or office copy thereof should be shown, 
unless sight thereof be demanded. 

Rote XIII. ‘ 
Revivor and Supplement. 

1. Where an order under the Crown Suits, &e., Act, 
1865, to the effect of an order to revive or of a supplemental 
decree, has been obtained, the first seven clauses of the 
second of these rules shall be applicable in the same manner 
as if such order were an information filed on the day on 
which such order is obtained, and to which the persons who 
would be defendants to an information of revivor or supple- 
mental information were defendants. 

2. Ibid., XXXII. 1.—Any person under no disability, or 
under the disability of coverture only, who may be served 
with any such order as mentioned in the last preceding 
clause, may apply to the Court or a judge to discharge such 
order within twelve days after such service. 

3. Zbid.—Any person under any disability, other than 
coverture, who may be served with any such order as last 
aforesaid, may apply to the Court or a judge to discharge 
such order within twelve days after the appointment of a 
guardian or guardians ad litem for such person, and until 
such period of twelve days shall have expired such order 
shall be of no effect as against such person. 

4, Ibid., XXXII. 2.—Where the informant in any cause 
which is not in such a state as to allow of an amendment 
being made in the information desires to state or put in 
issue any facts or circumstances which may have occurred 
after the institution of the suit, he may state the same, and 
put the same in issue, by filing in the Queen’s Remem- 
brancer’s office a statement, either written or printed, to be 
annexed to the information, and such proceedings by way 
of answer, evidence, and otherwise shall be had and taken 
upon the statement so filed as if the same were embodied in 
a supplemental information. 

Rute XIV. 
Written Pleadings, &c. 

Chancery Order, 6th March, 1860.—Pleas, demurrers, in- 
terrogatories, traversing notes, replications, supplemental 
statements, exceptions, and certificates, to be filed in the 
office of the Queen’s Remembrancer, are to be written on 
paper of the same description and size as that on which in- 

ormations are printed. 
Ruie XV. 
Computations of Time. 

1. Revenue side, rule 61.—In all cases in which any par- 
ticular number of days, not expressed to be clear days, is 
prescribed by the rules or practice of the Court, the same 
shall be reckoned exclusively of the first day and inclusively 
of the last day, unless the last day shall happen to fall on a 
Sunday, Christmas-day, Good Friday, or a day appointed for 
a public fast or thanksgiving, in which case the time shall be 
reckoned exclusively of that day also. 

2. Rule 62.—Christmas-day, and the three followin 
days, and the days between the Thursday next before an 
the Wednesday next after Easter-day, shall not be reckoned 
or included in the time allowed for any proceeding. 

3. The period from the 10th day of August to the 24th 
day of October (both inclusive), shall be excluded in reckon- 
ing the time allowed for pleading, answering, or demurring 
to an information, and for filing exceptions to answers. 


Rute XVI. 
Payment of Money into Court. 

1. Exchequer rules of 1860, 132, 133, 134—Any party 
directed by any decree or order of the Court or a judge to 
Rey money into court, must apply at the office of the Queen's 

emembrancer for a ‘‘ direction” so to do, which direction 
must be taken to the Bank of England, and the money there 

aid in. After payment, the receipt obtained from the 

ank of England must be filed at the Queon’s Remem- 
brancer’s Office. 

2. Ifthe money is to be invested, paid out, or otherwise 
disposed of, an order of the Court or a judge must be ob- 
tained for that purpose, upon notice to the opposite party. 

8. The orders relating to the matters mentioned in 
= are to be drawn up in the Queen's Remembrancer’s 

ce. 
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Rue XVII. 


Recognisances. 

1. Exchequer Rules of 1860, 68, 71, 72.—All recognisances, 
if taken and acknowledged in town, are to be taken and 
acknowledged before a judge; and if a recognisance be taken 
and acknowledged in the country, the same may be taken 
and acknowledged before a commissioner for taking special 
bail in the Exchequer, and in the latter case an affidavit of 
caption must be made and filed. 

2. No enrolment of any recognisances shall be necessary, 
= the same shall be filed in the Queen’s Remembrancer’s 

fice. 

3. All recognisances are to be prepared on parchment by 
the respective parties entering into the same, 

Rute XVIII. 
Issuing Writs. 

1. Rules of Revenue side, 1860.—All writs in suits shall 
be prepared by the solicitor of the department, or by the 
solicitor suing out of the same, and the name of the solicitor 
of the department, together with the name of the department, 
or the name and address of such other solicitor, shall be 
indorsed on such writ; andevery such writ shall, before the 
issuing thereof, be sealed at the Queen’s Remembrancer’s 
office, and a precipe thereof left at the said office; and 
thereupon an entry of every such writ, together with 
the date of sealing and the name of the solicitor suing out 
the same, shall be made in a book to be kept at the Queen’s 
Remembrancer’s office for that purpose ; and all such writs 
shall be tested of the day, month, and year when issued, and 
conclude without any other words. 

Rue XIX. 
Distringas. 

A writ of distringas on behalf of her Mayesty’s Attorney- 
General, or of the Attorney-General of the Prince of Wales 
and Duke of Cornwall, to restrain the transfer of stock trans- 
ferable at the Bank of England, or the payment of the divi- 
dends thereon, shall continue to be issuable from the office 
of the Queen’s Remembrancer in the form heretofore made, 
but concluding with the date of the day, month, and year of 


issue only. 
Ruie XX. 
Power of Court as to time. 

1. Any power which the Court or a judge may now possess 
to enlarge or abridge the time for doing any act or taking 
any proceeding, upon such (if any) terms as the justice of 
the case may require, shall not be affected by these orders. 


Rue XXI. 
Costs, 

1. Solicitors shall be entitled to charge and be allowed 
the fees set forth in the schedule hereto, unless the Court 
shall make order to the contrary as to all or any of the 

rties. 

2. Exehequer rules of 1860, 81, 82, 86.——Where costs are 
to be taxed, one day’s notice of taxing costs, together with a 
copy of the bill of costs, shall be given to the solicitor of the 
party whose costs are to be taxed, by the other party or his 
solicitor. 

3. Where costs are directed to be paid to the Crown, a 
certificate shall be granted by the Queen’s Remembrancer 
of the costs allowed, and on default of payment the solicitor 
of the department may sue out a subpena for the payment 
of such costs, and on an affidavit of service thereof, and 
demand made, and nonpayment, an attachment may be 


nted. 

4 Asubpena for costs shall be in the form set forth at 
the foot of this rule, with such variations as circumstances 
may require. 

Sulpona for Costs. 

Victoria, by the grace of God, of the United Kingdom of 
Great Britain and Ireland, Queen, Defender of the Faith ; 
To greeting. We command you [and every of you], 
that you pay or cause to be paid immediately after the service 
of this writ to —— or the bearer of these presents £ —- 
costs in a cause wherein is informant [anc plaintiff] 
and {and another or others] is defendant [or, are defen- 
dants], by our Court of Exchequer adjudged to be paid by 
you the said —~ under pain of an attachment issuing against 
your person, and such process for contempt as the said Court 
shall award in default of such payment. 

Witness, &. 

















Rue XXII. 
Appointments, 

22nd June, 1860, Rule 139.—On every appointment made 
by the Queen’s Remembrancer, the party on whom the 
same shall be served shall attend without waiting for a 
second appointment, or in default thereof the Queen’s Re- 
membrancer may proceed ex parte on the first appointment. 

Rute XXIII. 
Commencement of Rules. 

1, These rules shall take effect and come into operation on 
the 16th day of April, 1866, but nothing therein contained 
shall apply to any suit commenced by information filed 
before that day, unless the Court or a judge shal] on hearing 
the parties so direct. 

Rute XXIV. 


Interpretation. 

1, In the preceding rules the following words (that is to 
say), *‘the Court,” ‘‘information,” ‘‘ suit,” and ‘‘ cause,” 
have the meanings mentioned in ‘‘The Crown Suits &c. 
Act 1865,” sect. 6; and the term ‘‘a judge ” means any 
judge of one of her Majesty's Superior Courts of Law at 
Westminster transacting business out of court. 

2. In the preceding rules the following words have the 
several meanings hereby assigned to them, over and abuve 
their several ordinary meanings, unless there be something 
in the subject or context repugnant to such construction 
(that is to say): 

(1.) Words importing the singular number include the 
plural number, a 5 words importing the plural number 
include the singular number. 

(2.) — importing the masculine gender include fe 
males, 

(8.) The word “‘ party” or ‘‘ parties” includes a body 
politic or corporate, and also includes Her Majesty's 
Attorney-General, or the Attorney-General of the 
Prince of Wales and Duke of Cornwall, as the case may 
require. 

(4.) The word ‘affidavit ” includes affirmation. 

Frep. PoLiock. 
SAMUEL Martin, 
G. BRAMWELL. 
W. F. CHANNELL. 






March 14, 1866. G. Picorr. 
SCHEDULE. 
FEES AND CHARGES TO BE ALLOWED TO SOLICITORS. 
Instructions. £s. d. 
For special cases, answers, examinations, demurrers, 
pleas, and exceptions ......... eescnonspiinsdcosaniss> chads 013 4 
FOr INfOPMAHONG, 55500 ocdisiecvsesissvaccdsccvesennovsee 0 
For amended or supplemental information...... * 4 
For brief for moving injunction ...........-+sseee ee 0 
For interrogatories for examination of parties or 
WIDOWED 44),.00600.00050053:4505 09000 raseesenss bheobin nieve 013 4 
For special petitions ..,...........0ssssesescse 420 sarbnis 013 4 
For special affidavits ........6.....64. kes pasedids SNORT das 06 8 
For brief in suit by information on cause coming on 
for hearing on service of subpwna to hear judg- 
GIMUEE nis sssseprdoncveciedanscn-ob dintigtveriods Ciedte thal sl} 110 
To defend proceedings commenced by information. 0138 4 
For instructions for order to revive or add parties. 0 18 4 


As to informations and answers, affidavits and pe- 

titions, in lieu of the fixed fees for instruc- 

tions for and for drawing, the Queen’s Remem- 

brancer is to be at liberty to take into his con- 

sideration the special circumstances of each 

case, and at his discretion to make such further 

allowance as shall appear to him to be just. 

The Preparation of Pleadings and other Documents. 
(The folio to be seventy-two words, and the sheet ten folios.) 
For drawing informations, answers, pleas, demur- 

rers, exceptions, interrogatories, and affidavits, 
per folio teeeeree OOOM mewn eeeeeseeee eee eer eee OOO r er ereees 0 
For engrossing, per folio 
For drawing statements and other documents for 
the judges’ chambers or Queen’s Remem®rancer, 
when required, including the fair copy thereof to 


leave in chambers, per fOli0 .ciccccccceseeccreeeeeree O 1 0 
For examining and correcting the proof of an infor- 
mation or answer, per folio ..,..00 10+: ebeaeee ey 0 0 2 


For revising the print of an answer before swearing 
or filing, per £0110 ses.ssseverrreere Sev bTacvaseetet free 00 2 
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- For drawing special notice of motion ......s..0......0 5 
DIS WR BONI st. itis. ...0...0 sscecdevnsdeadtvverecessacceseseess 01 
For drawing such observations for counsel to ac- 

company brief as may be necessary and proper, 
per sheet ........ dnbcasak chaite tO aetirediatradesivarease 0 
For drawing the brief on further consideration, per 


HUMMMES cceUKINRHE Vhs cnc assicacivas ees cchadatsiastna deb eaauel 6 
For preparing and filing replication .................. 0 10 
For drawing statement on which counsel to move 

for order to revive or add parties, and copy ...... 0 10 
Or, according to circumstances, at per sheet ......... 0 6 
For drawing petition to revive, at per folio .......... 01 


BOO e ee meet eeeetenseneeseeneeese Peeereee 


For drawing and copying certificate to appoint 
guardians ad litem 0 
For amending each copy of an information to serve 
Where NO Feprint.......00......s0esessccecceeessssorees eee 0 13 
For amending each brief information where no re- 


print 
For drawing bills of costs, including the copy for 
the Queen’s Remembrancer’s office, per folio...... 0 0 
The fee for drawing a document in all cases in- 
cludes a copy, if required, for the use of the 
solicitor or client, or for the settlemement of 


counsel, 
Perusals, 
For ——- the print of an information by the 
defendant's solicitors ..........s..sssseseeeees ecscesccose L A 
If exceeding sixty folios, at per folio ................. 00 
For perusing the print of an amended information... 0 18 
Tf amendments exceeding forty folios, at per folio... 0 0 


For perusing an amended information when amended 


I FOI acini 5 00s bs sb sinvbseslasavceeheaia <esaubonsue 0 6 
If amendments exceeding twenty folios, at per 

O1IO ...secreeseeees inecbesisdeactsedeseesssts® |se-Sondeseees 0 0 
The solicitor of the party answering interrogatories, 

for perusing interrogatories .............cssceseeeeeees 
If exceeding forty folios, at per folio .................. 0 0 
For perusing an answer.......... geavesssee Sencnaves ecavae 0 13 
If exceeding forty folios, at per folio ...............0. 0 0 
For perusing an examination, at per folio ............ 0 0 
For perusing all special affidavits filed by an oppos- 

ing party, at per folio.....00eeceeeeeeee eeeeenee nee 0 
For perusing copy supplemental statement under 

Crown Suits Act....00..sere dtl eawA ye ecaeeets sei 0 13 
For perusing copy order to revive .......00.........008 0 18 

Copies. 


Subject to the foregoing regulations as to ch 
for copies, copies of all documents are to be at 
the rate of per folio ....00.....ceeessececaeeeeeeeeneeeees 0 0 
Or per sheet of 10 folios at .........scssecsesrerreesseeee OS 
aving regard to the preceding fees for perusal, 
the fee for abbreviating is to cease; and no 
close copies are now to be allowed as of course, 
but the allowance is to depend on the propriety 
of making the copy, which in each case is to be 
shown and considered. 


For each copy of a summons to Serve ..........00.0e00e 0 2 
For each copy of a notice of motion, order, or certi- 
ficate to SeTVe ...........0ceeeee tesseseeesssbeee ibebered aes 01 
Or at per folio............... Reb ov sacs Ubarrcestnactecec dats 0 0 
Attendances. 
For attending on the Queen’s Remembrancer’s 
warrant ........+6 MANUS ORdsO Tew Jen sVeNdsscKeswesareceubers 0 6 


Or according to the circumstances, not to exceed 

POW GAGE, Sse vette etenesenbevsty co sontevsducseccsccatics 9 & 
For attending each counsel with his brief, case, or 

abstract, in a suit or other proceeding in this Court © 6 
For the like, where the fee amounts to five guineas 0 13 
Where it amounts to twenty guineas 1 
Where it amounts to forty guineas or upwards...... 2 2 
For attending to present special petition, and for 

RAIDER BUAWUIN ics inZav easy sinvavsairé Vesvenstnsscxevixices 0 6 
For attending on counsel and Court on motion of 


course, and for OFrder............ceecsceeeeeeeesserssseee O 18 
For attending on the day in which a cause or peti- 

tion stands appointed for hearing, or for which 

notice of motion has been given .............06.c000 0 10 
For attending when heard.......66.....ccseseesecseseeeees : ae 
Or according to circumstances, not to exceed per 

diem .... , 2 3 


For attending the Court on every special motion, 
WHO TAWGD eatiibaié veiiiniees asdicdhvondee icepbadginde)< Qa 


@ ~~ fo =) onao oo oo 


~ oe PP Pee Re OO ~~ ke O 


~oO ie 


_ a cocorem o ao 


~~ oc SoS 





Or according to circumstances, not to exceed......... 
For attending on motion for or to discharge order 
for injunction or other matter when heard, per 
GieM seccercceseccessesseeees 
Or according to circumstances, not to exceed......... 
For attending to get answer or special affidavit 
SWON ..-.... ikea jinwaete=siacsandenn iad rorksasehaneceteeeean 0 6 
For attending examiner to procure appointment to 
EXAMINE WITNESSES «+. .cesecreccereseceessrteresceees estes 
For attending the examination of witnesses before 
GRRMDINEL, 500 cnccesccnsengesctions basnatos jenciuireemmasces 
Or according to circumstances, not to exceed per 
GIGI ceniscersnssscosessvecstosansaasarses copenndenenteesonacge 
But if without counsel the fee may, at the Queen’s 
Remembrancer’s discretion, be increased to ...... 3 3 
For attending to settle and afterwards to read over 
the engrossment of an answer or examination ... 0 13 
If the same exceed twenty folios and under fifty 
GNI eacsdisasass Givsadoite<tacuduesanecsiattawece een 
And for each additional thirty folios .............0... 0 
For attending to insert an advertisement in Gazette 0 
For entering caveat with the Queen’s Remembrancer 0 
For attending to procure certificate of a caveat...... 0 
For attending Queen’s Remembrancer to certify 
abatement or settlement of suit, and to have same 
so marked in the cause DOOK...........++-0sesseseseeee 0 
For attending the printer with an information or 
answer to be printed 
For attending to get copies of information or inter- 
rogatories marked for service 
For attending to take instructions to appear, and to 
enter the appearance of one or more defendants, 
not exceeding three 
If exceeding three, for every additional number not 
exceeding three 
The solicitor of the party filing an answer, for his 
attendance on the Queen’s Remembrancer with 
and for the written and printed copies of an 
answer, and for certifyin 
For the informant, or party having the conduct of 
the order, attending the Queen’s Remembrancer 
with briefs and papers, to bespeak minutes or 
order, not being an order of course ..........++...... 0 6 
For ditto, for preparing list of evidence read, but 
only when required by the Queen’s Remembrancer 
BNE COrtiMed Dy TM «..csvccesecsseies dpi vee cseeessenwes 0 6 
Or according to length, at per folio. ................02 0 1 
Attending to settle the draft of any decree or order 0 13 
Or at the Queen’s Remembrancer’s discretion, not 
CO CNONNE 56 0 55 cd CIA sled 2 2 
In case the Queen’s Remembrancer shall certify 
that a special allowance ought to be made in 
respect of any unusual difficulty in settling an 
order, he is to consider the same, and make 
such allowance to all or any of the parties as to 
him shall seem just. 
For attending to procure certificate of pleadings ... 0 
For attending to give consent to take answer with- 
out oath, and for other necessary or proper 
consent, of a like nature 
For attending to procure such consents ............... 0 
For attendances in consultation or in conference 
with counsel 
For attending court on appointment of a guardian 


Per eerie Preece ere) 


AAA 


a 


Peeeeee Teeter i et reeer rss 


CORO eee eee eee Ree Ee oe PORE Ee eee mente wes 


oo 
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Writs. 
For every writ of subpena duces lew cece O 6 
For a writ or writs of subpenea other than sudpena 
duces tecum, if the number of names therein shall 
WOE LOCO WATOD sivas sincinwns sccsernessqccnpaieenaticancis 
If exceeding three names, for every additional 
number not exceeding three.........secseeeecccccsees 
For preparing every other writing without order ... 
For every writ under order, except special injunc- 
RHOMR ees Pee. hac ceutinn gs: seacecasedancce cuss oreneubeatasen 
For special injunction, including engrossment ...... 
Or per falio si..ce0ee ccc. Dedstwesenes chexaqtatintes 
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Notices and Services, 

For service of a notice of motion, exclusive of copy 0 

For notice to a solicitor of appearance, answer, z 
murrer, plea, amendment, and replication......... 0 

For notice of filing affidavits or set of affidavits 
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filed, or which ought properly to have been filed £ s. d. 
together, to be read incourt....... me tviabheescuesktars 02 6 
For notice of appointment or copy warrant for 
settling and passing decrees or orders before the 
Queen’s Remembrance?.............00...0+5 Sivicctwosss 
For copy and service of a warrant on a solicitor... 0 
For service of a judge’s summons, exclusive of the 
For cei of a petition............ 20000 phisvenaueesct 0 
For judge’s summons, copy and service.......... Sosa OD 
For service of an order, exclusive of the copy...... 0 
For other necessary or proper notice ..............066 0 
For services on a party or witness such reasonable 
charges and expenses as may be properly incurred, 
according to distance, or by the employment of 


an agent. 
Oath: and Exhibits, 

To the commissioner for oath in London according 

to statute............ccecere eececess Seecceeese phaser bevess 
In the country............... seeseeeeaegeneeeresencesseseneene 0 
To the solicitor, for preparing each exhibit in town 

and country......... seeceesescesssnenaeeseeseereecrsersees 
The commissioner, for making each exhibit ......... 0 

Term Fee. 

For a term fee, in all causes, for every term in 

which a proceeding by the party shall take place 0 10 
And for letters, per term ............ pee Sieet ate berate 0 5 
In country agency causes the further fee for letters 

f 


bo bo Or bo bo to 
ARAOANM a 


“ee pr 
oo ao 


oo 


oO 

Where no proceeding is taken which carries a 
term fee, a charge for letters may be allowed, 
if the circumstances shall require it. 

For any work or labour properly performed, and 
not herein provided for, such allowances are to 
be made as heretofore. 


ADMISSION OF ATTORNEYS. 
Easter Term, 1866. 


The following days have been appointed for the admission | 


of attorneys in the Court of 
May 7; Tuesday, May 8. 


ADMISSION OF SOLICITORS. 
Easter Term, 1866. 

The Master of the Rolls has appointed Tuesday, the 
8th of May, at the Rolls Court, Chancery-lane, at four 
o’clock in the afternoon, for swearing in solicitors. 

Every person desirous of being sworn in on the above day 
must leave his common law admission, or his certificate of 
practice for the current year, at the caer te office, Rolls- 
yard, Chancery-lane, on or before Monday, the 7th May. 

The papers of those gentlemen who cannot be admitted 
in common law till the last day of term will be received 
at the secretary's office up to twelve o’clock at noon on 
that day, after which time no papers can be received. 


ueen’s Bench :—Monday, 








A meeting of the English and Irish Law and Chancery Com- 
missioners was held at 6, Adelphi terrace, on Monday last. 
Present: The Vice-Chancellor Sir W. Page Wood, Mr. Justice 
Willes, and Robert 7 Follett, Esq. W. Neilson Hancock, 
Esq., LL.D., and H. R. Vaughan Johnson, Esq., secretaries. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


ENGLISH FUNDS AND RAILWAY STOCK. 
Last Quotation, April 26, 1866, 
(From the Official List of the actual business transacted.) 
GOVEENMENT FUNDS. 
Annuities, April, 85 
lo (Ked Sea T.) Aug. 1908 — 
Ex Bills, £1000, 3 per Ct. — dis 
Ditto, £500, Do, — dis 


Bank of Engiand Stock, 64 per 


3 per Cent. Consols, 
Ditto for Account, May 9, 674 
3 per Cent. Reduced, 85§ 
Sew 2 per Cent., 65 
Do. 44 per Cent., Jan, ’94 
Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. '94 69 
Do. per Cent., Jan. ’13 — Ct, (last half-year) 243 
Anuuities, Jan. '60 — Ditto for Account, — 

INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 
India Stock,10hp Ct. Apr.74 — | Ind. Enf. Pr., 6pC., Jan.°72 
Ditto for Account, 210 Ditto, 4 per Cent., May,’79 1079 
Ditts 5 per Cent, July,’70, 1064 | Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
litto for Account, — April, 64 — 
Ditto 4 per Cenit., Oct, 66 Do, Do., 5 per Cent,, Aug. ’6 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates, — Do. Bonds, 4 per Ct, £1000, — pm 
Litto Bulaced ¥pr,4perCent.— | Ditto, ditto, under £1000, — pm 








RAILWAY STOCK. 


































































Shares. Railways. Paid. | Closing Prices, 
Stock | Bristol and Exeter ...... severe esesdeveoneivens 91 
Stock | Caledoni 129 
Stock | Glasgow and South-Western .. 16 
Stock | Great Eastern Ordinary Stock 403 
Stock Do.. East Anglian Stock, No. 2 7 
Stock | Great Northern 123 
Stock | Do., A Stock* 1 1384 
Stock | Great Southern and Western of Ireland} 100 91 
Stock | Great Western— Original ............ sasannnl 100 58 
Stock Do., West Midland—Oxford... .........4. 100 4l 
Stock Do., do.—Newport .....0...4 .-| 100 36 
Stock Do., do.—Hereford ........ 100 102 
Stock | Lancashire and Yorkshire ......... 100 121} 
Stock | London, Brighton, and South Co 100 98 
Stock | London, Chatham, and Dover...... | 100; * 2 
Stock | London and North-Western...... +} 100 1213 
Stock | London and South-Western  ........es00 100 93 
Stock | Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln......... 100 63 
Stock | Metropolit 100 134 

10 Do., New £4:10 3} pm 

Stock | Midland 100 1234 
Stock | Do., Birmingham and Derby ..........0«) 100 94 
Stock | North British 100 58 
Stock | North London : 100 124 

10 Do., 1864 5 7 
Stock | North Staffordsh 100 76 
Stock | Scottish Central 100 151 
Stock | South Devon ...... ..cccrsssssssreosscevescesseseee| 100 51 
Stock | South-Eastern 100 76 
Stock | Taff Vale 1v0 143 

10 Do ,C 3 3pm 
Stock | Vale of Neath 100 103 
Stock | West Cornwall gs 100 54 

















* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. has been paid to B, 





Money MaRKET AND City INTELLIGENCE. 

The demand for accommodation is daily decreasing, and every- 
thing indicates a speedy return to the old rates of discount if only 
our neighbours keep quiet. The supply of capital is abundant, 
the terms being about 5} to 6, with exceptional engagements at 
53 percent. The joint-stock banks are aete their resources 
at rates varying from 53 to # per cent. The terms at the Stock 
Exchange have fallen to 3 per cent. 

The condition of the markets for stocks and shares is unsatis- 
factory. The transactions are chiefly of a speculative character, 
founded upon adverse reports respecting the fate of the ministry, 
and the accounts from Italy and Prussia. It seems likely that 
the hoax practised on the Times of Friday last was not the work 
of any speculator on C (though this is quite possible), but 
rather a trick of some wag who was initiated in the modus operandi 
of the Foreign Office with the leading journals. The arrange- 
ments for carrying over to the next account, which commenced 
on Wednesday, show that there is a great scarcity of financial 
shares, especially Credit Foncier and Mobilier and Overend, 
Gurney, & Co. 

Forthwith 6 per cents. are steady ; Mexican 3 per cents. quiet. 
Spanish and Indian securities were stationary. erican stocks 
and shares are becoming firmer than they have been for a long 
time, and numerous transactions have taken place in them. 

English securities have been varying much, and manifest 
tendencies to flatness. Foreign Bonds are improving, being the 
subjects of numerous transactions. 

The English railway market is still unsteady. Sometimes 
the prices of these securities rally; but the improvement does not 
last long. Shares in the colonial railways are attracting much 
attention, but there is little actually done in them. Joint-stock 
bank shares are a little heavy. 

Although prices at the French Bourse are tending downwards, 
there has been great quietude, if not firmness, at Amsterdam, 
and still more at Frankfort and Berlin; but fluctuations were 
still taking place at Vienna. 

On the whole, our chronicle of the monetary events of the 
week is little more than a re-statement of our last week’s sum- 
mary. Home investments appear to be the safest at present, as 
of course they usually are. 


Il the sparks are not extinguished 
in the German co tion yet. That cumbrous body, the 
Germanic Confederation, ind pears to be intended to keep 


a 

international law in as tnsettiod tad complicated a shape as 
possible. The canardin the Times of Saturday took no one by sur- 
prise, and if war is at present averted, it may be only postponed. 

Whether the present rate of interest will be maintained for 
any considerable time will depend on the state of trade politics 
and joint-stock ulations, At present it tends to decline. 

The House of Lords have virtually held, in the case of the 
Cork and Youghal Ruilway, which has given so much scandal 
to prudent financies from its excessive issue of Lloyd’s bonds, 
that preference shareholders lose their “priority on a sale or 
winding-up of the railway Most of such shareholders probabl 
think that their priority extends to the assets as well as divi- 
dends, to the capital as well as the income, of a company— 
Sed humanum est errare. Vide Henry v. Great Northern Rail- 
way Company, 1 De G. & J. 637; Matthews v. Great Northern 


Railway Company, 7 W. R. 283. 
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BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

ATTREE—On April 23, at Richmond-terrace, Clapham-road, the wife 
ofT. M. Attree Esq., Solicitor. of a son. 

CLARK—On April 18, at Grantchester, near Cambridge, the wife of 
E. C. Clark, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a son. 

CROZIER—On March 5, at Clairmont, Natal, the wife of P. A. Crozier, 
Esq., Advocate, of a son. F . 

FISCHER—On April 22, at Brighton, the wife of Thomas H. Fischer, 
Esq., Barrister at-Law, ofa son. 

MUsSKETT—On April 25,at Park-villas, Plumstead, Kent, the wife 
of G. Muskett, Esq., Solicitor, of a son. 

STEWART—On April 18, at Lewisham, the wife D. Stewart, Esq , Bar- 
rister-at-Law, of a son. 

WYATT—On April 16, at Acton Hill, Staffordshire, the wife of R. 
Wyatt, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a son, 

MARRIAGES, 

CADMAN—SIMPSON-- On April 24. at Sandal Church, J. H, Cadman, 
Esq., M.A., F.G.H.S., Barrister-at-Law.to Mary G., daughter of E. 
T. Simpson, Esq., Thornhill House, near Wakefield. 

COWDELL—PORTEOUS—On April 19, at St. Thomas’s, Dudley, W. 
Cowdell, jun., Esq., Solicitor, Hinckley, Leicestershire, to Jane J., 
daughter of J. Porteous, Esq., Clenghfoot, Dumfriesshire. 

DE KANTZOW—YATMAN—On April 3!, at Christ Church, Naples, 
Captain H. P. De Kantzow, R.N., to Ellen T., daughter of the late 
W. Yatman, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Temple. 

HARRIS—FRASER—On April 24, at Edinburgh, D. Harris, Esq., to 
Elizabeth S., danghter of A. Fraser, Esq., W.S., Fort William, In- 
vernesshire, 

HUNTER—FILDESLEY—On April 19, at Christ Church, Ealing, H. J. 
Hunter, Esq., of the Admiralty Court, to Catherine L., daughter of 
S. Fildesley, Esq., Ealing. 

DEATHS. 

COX—On April 19, at Honiton, Elizabeth, widow of the late Isaac Cox, 
Esq., Solicitor, aged 83. : 

HARGREAVE—On April 23, at Bray, near Dublin, C. J. Hargreave, 
Esq.. LL.D., F.R.S., aged 46. 

SAUNDERS—On March 6, at Moulmein, British Burmah, H. B. 
Saunders, Esq., Government Advocate. 

YULE—On April 10, at Sea, J. A, Yule, Esq., M.D., son of the late J. 
Yule, Esq., W.S., Edinburgh. 


UNCLAIMED STOCK IN THE BANK OF ENGLAND. 


The amount of Stock heretofore standing in the f ing Names will be 
transferred to the Parties claiming the same, uniess other Claimants appear 
within Three Months: — 

Hanpy, James, Jun., Esq., High-street, Shadwell. £1 10s. perannum 
Consoli Long Annuities—Claimed by M. C. Hardy, the ad- 
ministrator of J. Hardy. deceased. 

Suaw, Ann Exizaseta, Richmond, Spinster. Nine Dividends on the 
sum of £7 Annuities—Claimed by E. J. Shaw, administratrix. 

Sara, Rev. Witt1am, Dry Drayton, Cambridgeshire, and Cuar.es 
Hagerneton, Esq., Oxford. £109 11s, Consolidated £3 per Cent. 
Annuities— Claimed by Rev. W. Smith, and C. Harrington. 

Winson, Epwarp, Esq., Knightrider-street, Doctors’. commons. 
£1,000 New £3 per Cont. Annuities—Claimed by J. W. Browne, and 
W. W. Browne, the acting executors of said E. Wilson, de 2 











LONDON GAZETTES, 


GHinding-up of Joint Stock Compantes. 
Fripay, April 20, 1866. 
LimitEp IN CHANCERY. 

Sea and River Marine Insurance Company (Iimited),—Petition for 
winding-up. presented April 12, directed to be heard before Vice- 
Chancellor Kindersley on April 27, Ashurst & Co, Old Jewry, Soli- 
citors for the petitioner. 

Bank of Turkey (Limited).—Petition for winding-up, presented April 
16, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor Wood on April 28. 
me a King’s Arms-yard, Colemau-st, Solicitor for the peti- 

ioner. 

Pateley Bridge Gas and Water Works Company (Limited).—Creditors 
are required, on or before May 21,to send their names and addresses, 
aud the particulars of their debts or claims, to Frederick Whinney, 
Bank-buildinge. Wednesday, May 30 at !!, is appointed for hear. 
ing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 

Tuesvay, April 24, 1865, 
, LimiTED IN CHANCERY. 
Kilgotty Silica Company ‘Limited).—Creditors are required, on or 
efore May 21, to send their names and addresses, and the par- 
ticulars of their debts or claims, to Georgo Williams, 9, St Thomas- 
st, Islington, official liquidator. Friday, June 1, at 12, is appointed 
for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 

London Indiarubber Company (Limited).—Order to wind-up, made 

by the Lord Chancellor, dated April 13, Sole & Co, Aldermanbury. 


HFriendly Societies Dissolved. 
Frivay, April 20, 1866, 
Female Humane Friendly Society, Sunday School, West-st, Leek, 
Staffordshire. April 18, 
Upholaterers’ Friendly Benefit Society, Berwick-st, Soho, April 12. 


Crevitors under Pstates in Chancery, 
Last Day of Proof. 
Farnay, April 20, 1866, 
Slack, Charlotte, Tonbridge Wells, Kent, Spinster. May 14, Robin- 
son v Reade, M R, 
Embleton, Luke, New Park-st, Southwark, Engineer. May 21. 
Re A v aye over = & Carver, Tore: Wit © 
‘urner, Mary, Stannin verle ‘or ow. May 16, Turner 
fidual Vo Kindo Caw . taledan “ 
fo) ymour-st Wes! nnaught . 16, 
Suulth » Harris, V. O-Kindersloy. ee: ae 





Tuespay, April 24, 1866. 
Atkinson, Arthur, Exeter, Devon, Gent. May 16. Ducat » Searle, 
V. C. Stuart. 


Cresswell, Frances, Onslow-sq, Spinster. May 7. Cresswell v Cress- 
well, V. C. Wood 

Foulds, Mary, Whalley, Lancaster, Spinster. May 25. Johnson o 
Foulds, M. R. 

Jackson, Erasmus, Southsea, Hants, Banker. May 7. Jackson ve 
Jackson, V. C. Wood. 

Preston, Richd, Makerfield, Lancaster, Ironfounder. May 21. Peak 
v Hilton, M. R. 

Ta Sophia, Birm, Widow. May 28. Thomas » Hodges, V.C. 

tuart. 
Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cay. 35. 
Last Day of Clam. 
Fripay, April 20, 1866. 

Bott, Jas, Starch-green, Shepherd’s Bush. May 20. Humphreys & 
Morgan, Newgate-st. > 

Brande, Wm Thos, Calverley-park, Tunbridge Wells, Esq. May 22. 
Simpson & Dimond, Henrietta-st, Cavendish-sq. : 

Budden, Jas, Chatham, Kent, Porter Merchant. June 9. Prall,jun, 
Rochester. "- 

Fairbank, Wm, Bradford, York,Gent, June 1. Harris, Bradford. 

Fairbairn, Wm Home. Jermyn-st, Pall-mall, Staff Surgeon-Major. May 
18. Dolman, Jermyn-st. 

Thomas, Wm, Freystrop, Pembroke, Farmer. May !. 
James, Haverfordwest. 


James & 


Farmer, Robt, Hubberston, Pembroke, Master Mariner. May 30. 
Davies, Haverfordwest. 

Fles, Sophia C., Upper. Kennington-green, Widow. May 21. 
Hughes & Co, Bucklersbury 

Grounds, David, Wisbech St Peter, Cambridge, Gent. Aug 1l. E.F. 
& E. Jackson, Wisbech. 

Hooper, Wm, Hickman’s Folly, Dockhead, Pawnbroker. May 19. 
Beaumont & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields. May_19 





Howard, Hy, Byfleet Bridge Farm, Surrey, Farmer. 
K ter, Por th-pl, Lewer Kennington-lane. 

Leir, Thos Macie, Weston-Super-Mare, Somerset, Esq. June Il. 
Whittington & Gribble, Bristol. 

Lyon, Eliz, Market Weighton, York, Widow. May 18. Powell & Son, 
Pocklington. 

Oldham, Kiland Wolseley, Lieut, H. M. 5lst Regiment. May 19. 
Winter, St Swithin’s-lane. = 

Robinson, Joseph, Chingford Lodge, Chingford, Essex, Superinten- 
dent. May 28. Barker & Co, Crosbv-sq. 


Tvespay, April 24, 1866, 
Abbott, Saml, Liskeard, Cornwall, Gent. May 31. Childs, Liskeard. 


Ainsworth, Joseph, Barkston Ash, York, Farmer. June |}. Cariss & 
Tempest, Leeds. 

Cawdor, The Dowager Countess, Tilney-st, Park-lane. May 15. 
Farrer & Co, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Cooper. Richd, Sedgley, Stafford, Moulder. June 1. T. M. &J. 


Whitehouse, Wolverhampton. 

Davis. Thos, Westbourne-st, Hyde-park-gardens, Esq. May 19. 
Hodding & Co, Princes-st, Storey’s-gate, Westminster. 

Dodds, John Weatherill, Kingston-upon-Hull, Gent. July!. Holden 
& Sons, Hull. 

Bomthy. aie. Plymstock, Devon, Widow. Junel. Elworthy & Co, 
Plymouth, 

Hamp, Francis, Ashby-de-la-Zouch, Leicester, Wine and Spirit Mer- 
chant. July 3!. Smith, Ashby-de-la-Zouch. 

Hatton, Wetharley, Dover, Kent, Smith. Avril 30. Fox, Dover. 

Muras, Geo, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Auctioneer. June 1. Hill & 
Hoyle, Cannon-st. 

Parsons, Susanna, High-st, Woolwich, Licensed Victualler. May 31. 
Pearce, Woolwich. P 

La Perrelle, John Mercer, Winchester, Painter. July 18. Lee & Best, 
Winchester, . 

Reeve, Rev Thos, Raydon, Suffolk, Clerk. May 19, Long, Ipswich. 

Smart, Wm, Ropsley, Lincoln, Farmer. Jun2 !, Thompson, Grant- 


am. 

Steevenson, Wm, Grantham, Lincoln, Pawnbroker. Jane 1, Thomp- 
son, Grantham, 

Tichbon, Thos, Salehurst, Sussex, Draper. May 24. Tournay. 

Wade, John, Esq, Winchmore-hill, June i, Surr & Gribble, Ab- 
church-lane. 

Wigley, Geo Jonas, Rome, Architect. July 1. Eldred & Andrew, Gt 
James-st, Bedford-row. 


Assignments for Benefit of Creditors, 
Torspar, April 24, 1865, 
Steadman, Joseph, jun, Northfleet, Kent, Grocer. April 2. Arnold, 
Milton-next-Gravesend. 


Weeds registered pursuant to Bankruptey Net, 1861. 
Frrpary, April 20, 1866. 
dMiritge, Wm, Fulbeck, Lincoln, Grocer. March 26. Asst. Reg 
April 19. 
a oy sam. Bridlington Quay, York, Innkeeper, April 9. Asat. 
Reg April 18, 
Askham, Robt, Barnhill Hall, York, Farmer. March 22. Comp. Reg 


April 18, 
Baerselman, Jan Wessel Klopman, Gt Tower-st, Provision Merchant, 
April 17, Comp, Reg April 19. 


¥ 
Baker, Richd Hy, Birm, Iron Bedstead Manufacturer, March 20. 
Comp. Reg April 18, 


nee Lyttleton, Leadenhall-st, Hosier, Mareh2?2. Asst. Reg 

Apr 5 

Rageie, ims Whitby, York, Master Mariner, AprillS. Asst. Rog 
pril 19. 

ay an i Nohester, Somerset, Tailor, April 3 Asst. Reg 


pri 
k, John, & Walker Battock, New Shoreham, Sussex, Drapers. 
arti = Reg April 18, = 
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a re) em : Northampton, Timber Dealer. March 29. Asst. 
4 
March 26. Asst. Reg 


st Ann, Chetwynd, Salop, Miller. 
pril 1 
Binns, Hy, Metropolitan Stone Works, Kensal New-rd, Stone Mason. 


April 17. Asst. Reg April 19. 
mer John, Bolton, Lancaster, Tailor. March 23. Asst. Reg 
pril 
— Thos, Bow-lane, Warehouseman’s Assistant. March 26. 
Comp. Reg April 18. 
Cuthbert, John, Gt Grimsby, Lincoln, Timber Merchant. March 22. 


Comp. Reg April 19. 
Dowse, Hy, lento, Bedford, Draper. April4. Asst. Reg April 19. 
Eardensohn, Isaac, Redcross-st, Boot Manufacturer. March 24. Comp. 
Reg April 19. 
Tiger. — Isle of Thanet. Kent, Builder. 
prill 
Fouracre, Wm, Bristol, Grocer. March 28, Asst. Reg April 18. 
eae knell Jas - Norwich, Boot Manufacturer. March 28, Asst. 
4 
Hogere p che Brook, Thames Tunnel Iron Wharf, Rotherhithe, Iron 
Merchant. April 13. Comp. Reg April 18 
Ivison, Robt, Whitehaven, Cumberland, Innkeeper. March 26. Asst. 
Reg April 19, 
ag reg Walter, Bristol, Stay Manufacturer. 


March 22. Asst. Reg 


April Aprill2. Asst. Reg 
Kelly. sam, South Shields, Durham, Tailor. March 21. Asst. Reg 
wena, Robinson, Lpool, Metal Broker. April 9. Asst. Reg 
ME. ay Fred, Clifton-rd, St John’s-wood, Gent. April 16. Asst. 


Reg April 19. 

Linsell, By yon, Hemingford-rd, Barnsbury, Baker. April13. Comp. 
Reg April 20. 

Malpass, Edwin, Gloucester, Baker. 


April5. Comp. Reg April 19. 


aneesteet, ea Rockbare-ct, nr Exeter, Colonel. March 22. Comp. 
g April 
Meale, Jas, Billingford, Norfolk, Grocer. March 24. Asst. Reg 


April 18. 
Morris, a. Leominster, Hereford, Builder. 
ril t 
neem Hy, Goswell-rd, Upholsterer. Aprilll. Comp. Reg April 17. 
Pickstock, Julius Cesar, Winsford, Chester, Beerhouse Keeper. 


March 19. Asst. Reg 


April17. Comp. Reg April 18. 

Potter, Wm, Soothill, York, Woollen Manufacturer, March 24. 
Comp. Reg April 19, 

Scott, — Manch, Shoe Merchant. March 22, Asst. teg 
April 19. 

Sliverstone, Thos Kersey, Gt Saxham, Suffolk, Farmer. March 19. 
Asst. Reg April 16. 


Smith, Jeffery, Huntingdon, Brewer. March 22. Asst. Reg April 18. 

Smith, Alfred, Ann’s-cottages, Forest-hill. April 13. Comp. Reg 
April 17. 

Stone, Benj, Stanton Lacy, Salop, out of business. March 24, 
Reg April |8. 

Summers, Saml, Leamington Priors, Warwick, Lodging-house Keeper, 
March 23. Asst Reg April 19. 

wor — Burnley, Lancaster, Lime Merchant. March 24. Asst. 

g April 

Tiepation, Walter, wena Within, Share Dealer. April 12. 
Comp. Reg April 19 

Thorn, Jas Danl, & Maria Bennett, High-st, Southwark, Rope Manu- 
facturers. April 17. Comp. Reg April 18. 

Waite, Percival John, Mincing-lane, Merchant. 
ship. Reg April 20. 

Walker, Maria my ang Aubrey-rd, Notting-hill, Widow. April 17. 
Comp. Reg April 17 

Weston, Robt, Leamington Priors, Warwick, Agent. March 26, Asst. 
Reg April 18. 

Withers, Theodore Gibson, Paulton-sq, Chelsea, Gent. March 22° 

Comp. Reg April 19. 

Whittam, Wm, & John Whittam, Preston, Lancaster, Brewers. March 

22. Asst. Reg April 19. 


Tuespay, April 24, 1866. 
Amos, Richd Gully, Bishopsgate-churchyard, Licensed Victualler. 


Comp. 


Jan 30. Inspector- 


April 23. Comp. feg April 23. 

Bacon, John, each, Boot and Shoe Dealer. March 26. Comp. Reg 
April 21, 

Barker, Joseph, Lpool, Estate Agent. March 31. Comp. Reg 
April 23. 

Barnett, Robt, Loudon-rd, Southwark, Boot and Shoe Maker. April 
10. Comp. Reg April 23. 

Batch, Jacob, Norwich, Paviour. March23. Asst. Reg April 20. 


Batty, John Higgs, & Joseph Hy Batty, Bouverie-st, Printers. April 
17. Comp. Keg April 23, 


Bennett, Chas Pairs enero Sunninghill, Berks, Horse Trainer. April 
14. Asst. Reg April 23. 
Bradley, Thos, Liandndno, Carnarvon, Licensed Victualler. April 19. 


Asst, . Reg April 23. 

Borries, Christian, & Thos Bromfield, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Corn 

Factors, April7, Asst. Reg April 20. 

Borough, Wm Fitzgerald, Sparrow-corner, Minories, Provision Mer- 
chant, March 26. Asst. Reg April 23. 

Clark, Wm Newman, Ramsbury, Wilts, Grocer, April4. Asst. Reg 
April 20, 

Clone. Jas, jun, Rochdale, Lancaster, Medical Botanist. 
Asst. Reg April 21. 

Chapman, — Westbromwich, Stafford, Brewer. 


April 14. 
April 3. Asst. 


Reg April z 

Clear, Jas, Pitan, Hants, Contractor. Aprill3, Asst. Reg 
April 23. 

Clayton, Jas neg Calverley, York, Hop Merchant. March 29. 


Comp. Keg A aot et 

Currie, Jas, Sta -hill, nr Wigton, Cumberland, Milivright. March 
‘Asst. Reg April 21. 

Wm, Leicester, Innkeeper. April4. Asst. Reg April 23, 





Drew, Wm, Plymouth, Devon, Licensed Victualler. April 11. 
Reg April 21. : 
pee John, Ross, Hereford, Innkeeper. April 5. Asst. Reg 

pril 2 

viesey Jas, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Clothes Dealer. March 31, 
Comp. Reg April 2t. 

ey ene Wm Flamank, Otley, York, Draper, March29. Asst. Reg 
April 20. 

conte St Gecrge-st East, Watch Maker. April 6. Comp. 

pri 

Frost Wm, Long-lane, Bermondsey, Glue Piece Dealer. April 5. Asst. 
Reg April 20. 

Ford, Jas, Bristol, Builder. March 27. Assc. Reg April 21. 

Gilbert, Thos, Aston, Warwick, Licensed Victualler. April9, Comp. 
Reg April 23. 

Hamilton, Joseph, Haydon Bridge, Northumberland, Draper. March 
29. Asst. Reg April 21. 

Hodges, Saml, & Saml Horatio Hodges, Bristol, Wholesale Boot 
Makers, April 21. Comp. Reg April 23. 

Hone, — Broad-st, Ratcliff, Builder. April 29. Reg 

Apri 


hy Wm, Leicester,Grocer. March 28. Asst, Reg April 21. 

Hollowell, Jas, Duston, Northampton, Innkeeper. March 29, Asst. 
Keg April 24, 

Hurst, Geo Arthur, & Thos Small, Goole, York, General Shipping 


Asst. 


Comp. 


Agents. Aprill4. Comp. Reg April 19. 

— Hy Hayward, Plymouth, Devon, Tea Dealer. March 26. 

Comp. Reg April 21, 

Keesing, Fredk Isaac, Manch, Cap Manufacturer, April 4. Asst. 
Reg April 21. 

Kinsey, Steph, jun, Newtown, Montgomery, Farmer. March 24. 
Asst. Reg April 21. 

Kleman, Johan Gustaf Carl oe Angel-ct, Merchant. Maroh 24. 
Inspectorship. Reg April 2 


Levitt. Jas, Sheffield, Corn Miller. April 13. Asst. Reg April 20. 


Lewis, Thos, Commercial- st, Whitechapel, Printer. April 21. Comp. 
Reg April 24 

Lyons, Hy, Merthyr Tydfil, Glamorgan, Pawnbroker. March 29. 
Comp. Reg April 24. 

Marshall, Wm, Birm, Potatoe Salesman. April 16. Comp. Reg 
April 23. 

Murrells, Thos, , Sudbury, Suffolk, Cabinet Maker. March 28, Asst. 
Reg Apri 

Morfee, er Joseph, Lpool, Shipwright. April 12. Asst. Reg 
April 20. 

oliver, Wm, Hartlepool, Durham, Shoe Dealer. April 5. Asst. Reg 
April 23. 


Osborn, Thos Edwd, & Geo Osborn, Bembridge, Isle of Wight, Bakers. 
March 27. Asst. Reg April 23. 

Parker, Wm, Lpool, Flour Dealer. Aprill0. Comp. Reg April 20. 

Peel, Wm, & Joseph Peel, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Hosiers, March 23. 
Asst. Reg April 20. 


Price, Wm, Worcester, Maltster. Aprill0. Asst. Reg April 24, 

Sanderson, Chas, Sheffield, Merchant, March 28. Asst. Reg 
April 24. 

Tily, me Cheltenham, Gloucester, Chemist. March 29. Asst. 
Reg April 23 

Tyson, ¢ Thos, Burslem, Stafford, Brewer. March 21. Asst. Reg 
April 20, 


Waddington, Thos, John’s-row, Old Ford rd, Bow, Grocer. April 9. 
Comp. Reg April 21. 

Whale, John, & Edwd Joseph Waller, Old Kent-rd, Grocers. April 5, 
Comp. Reg April 24. 

Williams, Montgomery Walker, Buxton-rd, Stratford, Clerk in the 
Money Order Office. April 23. Comp. Reg April 20. 

Wilmott, Geo, Bristol, Shopkeeper. March 23. Asst. Reg April 20, 


Bankrupts. 
Fripay, April 20, 1866. 
To Surrender in London, 
Bowie, Richd, Manor-st, Clapham, Nurseryman, Pet April18. April 
30 at 1. Goldrick, Strand. 
Brett, John, Hampton, Middx, Beershop Keeper. Pet April17, April 
30 at 1. Laundy & Kent, Strand. 
Bubb, Robt Stepheus, Richmond-st, St George’s-rd, Southwark, At- 
torney’s Clerk. Pet April 17, May lat2, Thistlewaite, Lincoln's- 


inn-fields, 
Caswell, Saml, em fe out of business. Fet April16. May1 
atl. Hope, Ely-pl, Holborn, 


Chaplin, Francis, Springfield-ter, Glaskin-rd, Hackney-rd, Comm 
Agent. Pet Aprill4. May9at2. Brown, Basinghall-st. 
Clarke, Thos Hy, Prisoner for Debt, Springfield. Adj April 16. April 
30at12. Aldridge. 
Clement, Geo, Devonshire-st, New North-rd, Hoxton, Family Miller, 
Pet April 16, April 30at 12. Mant, Gt James-st, Bedford-row. 
Cooze, Wm Whitley, Frith-st, Soho, House Decorator. Pet April 16. 
April 30 at 12. Chidley, old Jewry, 
Eldredge, Jas, New Bromley, Kent, Plumber. Pet April16, May 9 at 
2. Marshall, Lincoln’ s-inn-fields. 
Fontana, Ferdinando, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet April 18, May 
7atl. Fereday, Bedford-row. 
Hampenn, Geo Vredk Athelstan, Titchborne-st, Edgware-rd, Dentist’s 
Assistant. Pet April 18. May 1at2. Wilding, Titchborne-st. 
ilarding, Joseph, Rose-cottages, Hounslow, out of business. Pet 
Aprill3. May 4at2. Philp, Bucklersbury. 
Harper, John, Drummond-st, Euston- “84, Coffee-house Keeper Pet 
Aprill7, May 7 at 12. Kerry, Gray’s-inn- 
Hazle, Harry, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet gl a (for pau). 
May4at 2. Dobie, Guildhall-chambers, Rasiyghall-s 
Jessop, Hy, St Mary’s-ter, Paddington, Dairyman, Bet April 18. 
April 30 atl. Clarke, St Mary’s-sq, Paddington. 
Johnson, Joseph, Croydon, Surrey, Grocer. Let April 18, May 7 at 
I. Chidley, Old Jewry. 
raffé, Henri, Baker-st, Portman-sq, Stay Maker. Pet April 12. 
ay 4 ‘at 2. Fenton, Prospect-pl, Se 
Lodge, Wm, Carlton-st, Kentish-to Agent. Pet ‘April 18, April 
30 atl. Swan, Gt Knight yder-st, » Doctors’-commons. 
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Mears, John, New Oxford-st, Importer of Cigars. Pet April 16. 
May 7 atll. Lewis & Lewis, Ely-pl. 

Penney, Hy, Albion-rd, Dalston, out of business. Pet April 14. May 
9at1. Putlen, Cloisters, Temple. 

Ridout, Hy, Calverton-st, Pimlico, Tailor. Pet April 16. May 1 atl. 
Goldrick, Strand. 

West, Thos, Sarah’s-pl, Lower-rd, Deptford, out of business. Pet 
April 16. April 30 at 12. Munday, Essex-st, Strand. 

West, Geo, isbury, Wilts, Carpenter. Pet April 16. May | at 1. 
Hancock & Co, Carey-st, Lincoln’s-inn. 


t To Surrender in the Country. 

Austin, Geo, Kidderminster, Worcester, out of business. Pet April 16. 
Birm, May 4 at 12. Collis, Stourbridge. 

Bradley, Geo, Ripley, Derby, Blacksmith. Pet April 14. 
April 28 at 12. Smith, Derby. 

Buttress, Thos, Tugby, Leicester. Pet April19. Uppingham, April 
30 at1l. Paterman, a. 

ie L coe, Coal Dealer. Pet April17. Lpool, May 2 at11. 

Capper, Edwd, Portsea, Hants, Coppersmith. Pet April 13. Ports- 
mouth, May 4at11. Ford, Portsea. 

Clive, Geo Roylance, Tunstall, Stafford, Comm Agent. Pet April 19. 

* Birm, May Tat 12, Ward & Holmes, Burslem. 

Coleman, Elihu Josiah, Littledean Woodside, nr Newnham, out of 
business. Pet April 13, Newnham, May 3 at 12, Wilkes, 
Gloucester. 

Cool, Geo, Redditch, Worcester, Beer Retailer. Pet'April 16. Red- 
ditch, May 7 at 11. Simmons, Redditch. 

Couch, Chas, Liskeard, Cornwall, Licensed Victualler. Pet April 7. 
Exeter, May 1 at 12. Floud, Exeter. 

Dann, Wm, Exeter, Baker, Pet April 18. Exeter, May 1 at 12.30. 
Fryer, Exeter. 4 

Dobe, Ruben, Alfreton, Framework Knitter. Pet April 14. Alfreton, 
April 28 at 12. Smith, Derby. 

Evans, John, Bury, Lancaster. Tailor. Pet April10. Manch, May 1 
at 12. Boote & Rylance, Manch. 

Farr, Richd, Weobley, Hereford, Cattle Dealer. Pet April 10. Birm, 
May 4at12. James & Griffin, Birm. 

3 panes 7 » Prisoner for Debt, Cardiff. Adj April 11. Cardiff, 

Goodall, Jas, Hanley, Stafford, out ofbusiness. Pet Aprillé. Hanley, 

Pf - 5 an on . * Tennant, Hanley. 
oldrick, John, Lpool, Estare Agent, Pet April 17. Lpool 4at 
12. T&T. Martin, Lpool, = f tigen 

Grahaw, Wm, Bradford, York, Carter. Pet April 17. Bradford, May 
4at 10, Hutchinson, Bradford. 

Griffith, Miles, Sheffield, Spring Knife Cutler. Pet Aprill6. Sheffield, 

aol 3 #8. Parvo or ge 
arding, Wm. Merthyr Tydfil, Glamorgan, Butchei. Pet April 16. 
Merthyr Tydfil, April 30 at 11. Morris, Merthyr ‘T:rd‘il. ° 

Jackson, John, Horninghold, Leicester, Wheelwright. Pet April 16. 
Uppingham, April 26 at 1. Law, Stamford. 

Jackson, John Shillito, Llanfairfechan, Carnarvon, Station Master. 
Pet April 10. Bangor, May 7 at 10. Edwards, Bangor. 

08, Towyn, Merioneth, Farmer. Pet April 14. Machynlleth, 

May 2 at 1. Williams, Doigelley. 

Jones, Saml, Marbury, Chester, out of business. Pet April 18. Lpool, 
May 4at1l. Cooke, Crewe. 

Kelly, Wm, Darlington, Durham, Labourer. Pet April 16. Darlington, 
May 1 atll. Wooler, Darlington. 

Lawrence, Jeremiah, Newcastle, Glamorgan, Mason. Pet April 14. 
Bridgend, May 3 at 12. Jenkins, Bridgend. 

Livermore, John, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Boot Maker. Pet April 17. 
Bristol, May 2 at 11. Stephens, Cardiff. 

= r-. ooo —— & Robt Marland, Walsden, nr Tod- 

. Lancashire, Machinists. Pet April 17, 
12. Sale & Co, Manch. Pe cee to 

Marshall, Joseph, Rowland’s Castle, nr Havant, Hants, Baker. Pet 
April 16. Portsmouth, May 4 at1il. White, Portsea. 

Mitchell, Wm, Beverley, York, Tea Dealer. i 2 

sit Turner ever “4 ’ aler. Pet April 16. May 2 at 

m, Jas, Wellington, Salop, Chemist. Pet April 16. Wellington 

.... %, at — ee Wellington. . enie 
estell, John soner for Debt, Gt Y: 4 j . 

vfarmonth, ‘. ay aris. 4 armouth. Adj April 16. Gt 
ckering, Jas Wm, & Edwd Lewis, Lpool, Corn Brokers. Pet April 
13. Lpool, May dat lt. Duncan as bquarey, Lpool. ‘ 

Pilkington, Kershaw, Rawtenstall, Lancaster, Coal Dealer. Pet April 

3 ota n n, May 15 at As Bg Manch, 

’ eny| Bethesda, Carnarvon, Grocer. Pet March 
16. Bangor, May 7 abo. Edwards, Bangor. ‘ si 
Reed, Jas, Stamford, Lincoln, Attorney’s Clerk. t April 16. Stam- 
~ ford, April 30 at 11.30, Law, Stamford. on ~ 
, John, Ne le-upon-Tyne, out of business. Pet April 
be mee April 30 at 12, Harle & Co, Newcastle- 

Ronayne. wm Crewe, Chester, Innkeeper. P il 

«if i. iret: Co, Manch. isidanbirweetenceoreed 

pson, . lesbrough, York, Stable Keeper. Pet April 18. 
Stockton-on-Tees, May 2 at 12. Griffin, Middlesbrough. 

Smith, John, Ashton, nr Wigan, Lancaster, Farmer. Pet April 19. 
Lpool, May 8 at 11. France, Wigan. 

Smith, Jas Wm, Milton-next-Gravesend, Kent, Boat Builder. Pet 

‘ ee an Gravesend, May 2 at 11. Outred, Gravesend. 
rey, Thos, Kexby, Lincoln, Miller. Pet M . Gains 

= 1 at 10, on on, Gainsboroug . — en 

iy layton, Crich, Pub!ican. il 14. i 

: aha ta “Smith, Deby. » an. PetAprill4. Alfreton, April 

‘a levedon, Somerset, Saddler. Pet April9. Bri 
wit Gwynn nn & Westhorp, ‘Bristol. . Snaperner 
er, f rks, Baker. Pe 6. i 
wt Slogombe, Reading. ’ t April 16. Reading, May 5 
» Josep! estbromwich, Stafford, Scrap Dealer. Pet April 14. 
erg April 23 at 1. Jackson, Westbremwich, " 

Wi J Leeds, Boot and Shoe Maker. Pet April 17. 

Peete 12, Young, York. " 


Alfreton, 





Leeds, 





Woodward, Chas, Prisoner for Debt, Walton. Adj April 17. May 2 
at ll. 
Woodward, Wm, Solihull, Warwick, out of business. Pet April 17 
(for pau). Solihull, April 30 at 11. 
Tvurspay, April 24, 1866. 
To Surrender in London. ; 
wr + sna Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj April19. May 9 at 11. 
ldridge. ; 
Bloxam, Alfred Bradley, Southampton-st, Strand, Wine Merchant. 
Pet April2!. May 7at1. Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry-chambers. 
Byatt, Benj Thos, High-st, Camberwell, Cheesemonger. Pet April 17, 
May 8 at12. Silvester, Gt Dover-st, Newington. s 

Catchpole, Wm, Church-rd, Homerton New Town, out of business. 
Pet 4 * 17. May 7at 12. Hall, Coleman-st. : 

Childs, Richd Palmer, Dean-st, Soho, Upholsterer. Pet April13. May 
7 ati2, Halse & Co, Cheapside. j 

Clark, Joseph, Lumber-ct, Upper St Martin’s-lane,Greengrocer. Pet 
April 20. May 23 at 1. Lewis, Gt Marlborough-st. 

Clutterbuck, Richd, Albert-ter, Camden-town, Fishmonger. Pet 
April2]. May 7atl. Porter, Coleman-st. : 

Denham, John, Ryde, Isle of Wight, Builder. Pet April19. May 7 
at 2. Blake, Ryde. 

De Winter, Eliazer, Blackman-st, Borough, Leather Merchant. Pet 
April 19. May 8at 1. Murrey, Gt St Helen’s. 

Diver, John, Thetford, Norfolk, Brazier. Pet April 14. May 9 at 2. 
Forbes, Bedford-row. i “3 

Hofer, Gustave Edwd, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj April 19. 
May 9 atl. Aldridge. 

Johnson, Thos Metcalf, Eaton-grove, Upper Holloway, Clerk. Pet 
April 21. May 8 atl. Greenhill,Gracechurch-st.  _ 

Lever, John Thos Bains, Storey-st, Caledonian-rd, Railway Porter. 
Pet April 20. May 23at 11. Marshall, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Maclean, Moria, King William-st, Merchant. Pet April20. May7 at 
2. Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry-chambers. 

Mullar, Fredk Geo Wm, Marlborough-villa, Kilburn, Surgeon. Pet 
April 19. May 7 at ll. Preston & Dorman, Basinghall-st. 

Mutter, Edwin, Havelock-ter, Battersea, Grocer. Pet April18. May 
7at 1. Blake, Lothbury. bh 

Norton, Hy, Penge, Surrey, Tea Dealer. Pet April!8. May 8 at 12. 
Goldrick, Strand. ? 

O’Brien, John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj April 19. May 9 at 
ll, Aldridge. 

Parker, Geo, Southampton, Pastrycook. Pet April 18. May 8 at 12. 
Paterson & Son, Bouverie-st. 

Piggott, Chas, Chatteris, Cambridge, Journeyman Plumber. Pet 
April 19. May 7 at11. Webb, Austin-friars. 

Pineo, Chas Wm Eustace, Prisoner for Debt, Winchester. Pet April 
20. May 7 at 12. White, Dane’s-inn, Strand, 

Reynolds, Correlius, Edward-st, Hampstead-rd, Carpenter. Pet 
April 19. May 7at11. Shiers, New-inn, Strand. 

Sanders, Thos, Gresham House, Old Broad-st, Contractor. Pet April 
19. May8ati. Heath, St Helen’s-pl. 

Spring, Thos, Prince of Wales-rd, Haverstock-hill, Pianoforte Tuner. 
Pet April20. May 7at12. Allen, Chancery-lane. 

Sidney, Wm Robt, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj April 19. May 
9atll. Aldridge. 

Stubbs, Hy, Shepherd’s-pl, Upper Kennington-lane, Carman. Pet 
Aprilis. May8 at 12. Silvester, Gt Dover-s, Newington. 

Taylor, John Davies, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet April 19 (for 
pau). May7at2. Goatley, Bow-st,Covent-garden. _ 

Trattles, Matthew, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj April 19. “May 
9atll. Aldridge. 

Tripp, Hy, Penge, Surrey, Carpenter. Pet April 20. May 7at 1. 
Dobie, Guildhall-chambers. 
Ward, Joseph, Westbourne-pl, Paddington, Wine and Spirit Merchant. 
Pet April2l. May 7atl. Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry-chambers. 
Witt, Wm, Fordingbridge, Hants, Farmer. Pet April20. May 7 atl 
Peacock, South-sq, Gray’s-inn, 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Almond, Chas, Middleton, Northampton, Carpenter. Pet April 20. 
Kettering, May ll at 12. Pateman, Uppingham. 

Aston, Geo, Willenhall, Stafford, Grocer. Pet April 14. Wolverhamp- 
ton, May } at 12. Cresswell, Wolverhampton. 

Bannister, Robt, Dalton, Lancaster, Ship Carpenter. Pet April 12. 
Ulverston, April 28 at 12. Jackson, Ulverston. 

Barfoot, Wm, Brighton, Watchmaker. Pet April 17 (for pau). Lewes, 
May 9at10. Mills, Brighton. “ 

Bennett, John, Launceston, Cornwall, out of business, Pet April 19. 
Launceston, May 7 at 1]. Peter. 

= Prisoner for Debt, York. Adj April 13. Leeds, May 10 


at Ll. 
Biles, Chas, Prisoner for Debt, Bristol. Adj April17. Bristol, May 4 
at ll 


Bird, Thos, Lpool, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet April 19. Lpool, May 9 
at 3. Thornley, Lpool. 

Bolland, Edw, Prisoner for Debt, York. Adj April 14. Dewsbury, 
May 4at3. Ibberson, Dewsbury. 

Calvert, Geo, Dalton, York, Joiner. Pet April 18. Huddersfield, May 
17 at 10. Bottomley, jun, Huddersfield. ‘ 

Charlton, John, Brassington, Derby, Tax Collector, Pet April 11 (for 
pau). Derby, 34 9at 12. Briggs, Derby. 

Chapman, Thos, Halifax, York, Wheelwright. Pet April2l. Halifax, 
May Il at 10. Haigh, Huddersfield. 

Clarke, Jas, Lpool, Merchant’s Clerk, Pet April 13. Lpool, May 7 at 
1t, Bateson & Co, Lpool. 

Deeley, Wm, Lpool, Clerk. Pet April2!. Lpool, May7atll. Parker, 


Lpool. 

Dodshon, Robt, Darlington, Durham, Cartwright. Pet April 19. 
Darlington, May 5 at 11. Webster, Darlington. 

Dyan oes Birm, Gardener. Pet April 19, Birm, May 1] at 10. 

ast, Birm. 

Edgerton, Wm, Stoke-upon-Trent, Stafford, Beerseller. Pet April 20. 
Stoke-upon-Trent, May 5atll. E. & A. Tennant, Hanley. 

Fletcher, Richd, Kingswinford, Stafford, Haulier, Pet April 21, Stour. 
bridge, ey A. at i0. Pearman, Stourbridge. 

Fyrth, Thos Fawthrop, Bradford, York, Farrier, Pet April 18. Brad- 
ford, May 4 at 9.45. Watson & Dickons, Bradford. 





| 
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Gillard, John, Drayton, Somerset,.Carpenter. Pet April 19. Lang- 
port, May 7 atll. Watts, Yeovil. 

Goldsmith, Caleb, Eastbourne, Sussex. Dairyman. Pet April 17 (for 
pau). Lewes, May9ati0. Hillman, Lewes. 

Goodworth, Thos, Crowle, Lincoln, Shoemaker. Pet April 12. Thorne, 
May 2at!. Foster, Thorne. 

Gray, Wm, & Wm Jordan, Middlesborough, York, Bootmakers. Pet 
April 20. Leeds, May 10 at 11. Cariss & Tempest, Leeds. 

Hampton, Johu, Tenbury, Worcester, Clerk. Pet April 21. Birm, 
May 11 at 1i2. Hayes & Co, Russell-sq. 

Harrison, Edwin, Birm, Patent Jet Manufacturer. Pet April «0. Birm, 
May llat 10. Allen, Birm, 

Harkness, Wm, Birkenhead, Comm Agent. Pet April 19. Lpool, May 
4atil. Harris, Lpool. 

Harding, Richd, Hanley, Stafford, Plumber. Pet April 19. Hanley, 
May !19at lt. Tennant, Hanley. 

Huggins, Fras Wilton, Derby, Agent. Pet Aprili7. Birm, May 9 at 
12. Briggs. Derby. 

Instone, Saml, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj April 17. Birm, 
May 4at'2. James & Griffin, Birm. 

Jackson, John, Booth, Lancaster, Cotton Spinner. Pet April 21. 
Manch, May !1 at 12. Higson & Co, Manch. 

Jackson, Robt, Snowhill, Wolverhampton, Chemist. Pet April 17. 
Wolverhampton, May | at 12. Cresswell, Wolverhampton. 

Kay, Geo, Wirksworth, Derby, Farmer. Pet April 1! (for pau). Derby, 
May 9 at i2. Leech, Derby. 

Key, Thos, Digby Fen, Lincoln, Farmer. Pet Aprill9. Sleaford, May 
7atll. Brown & Son. Lincoln. 

Lawson, Thos Lamb, South Hetton, Durham, Pet Aprill9. Seaham 
Harbour, May8 at !l. Watson, Durham. 

Lumsdon, John, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Refreshment-house Keeper. 
~ Aprili9. Newcastle, May5atl0. Clavering, Newcastle-upon- 

‘yne. 

Massey, John, Cubley, Derby, Farmer. Pet April 11 (for pau). 
Derby,May 9at!2. Leech, Derby. 

Noonan, Danl, Prisoner for Debt, York. Adj April 13. Bradford, 
May 4at 10. Berry, Bradford. 

Norton, John, Gt Budworth, Chester, Labourer. Pet April19. North- 
wich, May 9 at 11. Dunstan, Northwich. 

Patrick, Hy, Prisoner for Debt, York. Adj April 13. Leeds, May 18 
at lz, Mason, York. 

Pearce, Hy, Dudley, Worcester, Licensed Victualler. Pet April 16. 
Dudley, May 3 at.1l. Lowe, Dudley. 

Price, Chas, Prisoner for Debt, Walton. Adj March 16. Lpool, May 
Sat il. 

Roberts, Geo, Monkswood, Monmouth, Hay Dealer. Pet April 11. 
Usk, May 8 at 10. Williams, Monmonth. 

Simpson. Wm, Lpool, Journeyman Draper. Pet April 19. Lpool, 
May 7 at 3. Husband, Lpool. 

Smith, John, & David Smith, Mountain Ash, Glamorgan, Grocers. 
Pet Aprill4. Bristol, May 9at!l. Burrop, Gloucester. 

Smith, John, Newton Longville, Bucks, Saddler. Pet Aprill8. New- 
ton Pagnell, May 9 at 3. Jones, Aylesbury. 

Taylor, Jobn, Middleham, York, Saddler. Pet April2l. Leeds, May 
7atil. Bond & Barwick. Leeds. ‘ 

Watson, Joseph, Gt Ayton, York, Labourer. Pet April 19. Stokesley, 
May |! atll. Simpson, Yarm. 

Wells, Wm, Harlestone, Northampton, Tailor. Pet April 19. Nor- 
thampton, May 10 at 12. Jeffery & Son, Northampton. 

Whiteley, Hy, Huddersfield, York, Book Keeper. Pet April 13. Hud- 
dersfield. May 17 at 10. Bottomley, Huddersfield. 

Whiteley. John Musgrave, Leeds, Grocer. Pet April 19. Leeds, May 
1s at i2, Granger, Leeds. 

Williams, Anne, Prisoner for Debt, Cardiff. Adj April 11. Neath, 
May | at 10. Kempthorne, Neath. 

Wood Richd, Birm, Fruiterer. Pet April 14. Birm, May 11 at 10. 
Allen, Birm. 

Woolliams, Richd, Bartonsham Hereford. Pet April 20. Hereford, 
May 5 at 10. Reece, Ledbury. 

Young, Lewis, Farnborough. Hants, Fishmonger. Pet April 9. Farn- 
ham, May 10 at !2. White, Guildford. 

BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Farpay, April 20, 1866, 
Lewis, Wm, Ross, Hereford, Coach Builder. April 14. 
Rogers, Thos, Wells-st, St James’s, Lodging House Keeper. April 19. 
Tvesvay, April 24, 1866. 

Forsdike, Jas, High-st, Shoreditch, Tobacco Manufacturer. April 20. 

Hale, Philip, Hatton, Chester, Farmer. April 20. 

Hinks, John, Cosford, nr Rugby, Warwick, Farmer. April 14. 

a Alfred Hezekiah, Cardiff, Glamorgan, out of business. 


April 16. 
Lloyd, Olive Wimburn, St Swithin’s-lane, Gent. April 24. 











LACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE- 

HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality :— 
Iron Fenders, 3s.64.; Bronzed ditto, #s. 6d., with standards; superior 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s. 6d. to 50s.; Fire Ivons, 28, 6d. to 20s. Paent 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 18s. setof six. Table Knives and 
Forks, $s. per dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 7s. 6d. Tea-trays, 
6s, 6d. set of three; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 25s. che set. Teapots, 
with plated knob, 5s, 6d.; Coal Scuttles, 2s.6d, 4 set of Kitchen Uten- 
sils for cottage, £3. Slack's Cutlery has been ceievrated for 50 years, 
Ivory Table Knives, 14s., 16s., and 14s. per dozen, White Bone Knives 
eo $s. 9d. and 12s.; Black Horn ditto, $s. and 10s, All war- 
ranted, 

As the liiits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pur- 
ehasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350 drawings, and 
prices of Electro-Piate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing Ironmon- 
gery,&c. May ve had gratis or post free, Every article marked in plain 
figures at the same iow prices for which their establishment has been 
saebentee for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered carriage free 
per rail. 

RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 236, STRAND, LONDON, 
Opposite Somerset Hous. 


> 





RESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE 
37, OLD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. 
SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on behalf of their clients, Pro- 
posals for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Reversions, Life 
Interests, or other adequate securities. 
Proposals may be made in the first instance according to the following 
form :— 


SOCIETY, 


FPxurosat ror Loan on MortGAGEs. 

Date...... 

Introduced by (state name and address of solicitor) 

Amount required £ 

Time and mode of repayment (i. e., whether for a term certain, or by 
annual or other payments) 

Security (state shortly the particulars of security, and, if land vr build- 
ings, stute the net annual income) 

State what Life Policy (if any) is proposed to be effected with the 
Gresham Office in connexion with the security. 

By order of the Board, 
F. ALLAN CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary. 





LAW PRINTING. 
ATES AND ALEXANDER, 
Law AND Pustic CoMPANIES PriNnTERs, 

7, 8, 9, Church Passage, Chancery Lane, E.C., 
Invite the attention of the Legal Profession to the superior advantages 
their Office affords for the execution of every description of Printing. 
They invite orders for— 

PARLIAMENTARY BILLS, APPEALS, BILLS OF COMPLAINT, ANSWERS 
And all Legal Documents, 
MEMORANDUMS AND ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION. 
PROSPECTUSES, and all work in connection with Public Companies. 
Particulars and Conditions of Sale, Aucti 3’ Catal , Posters, &¢, 








BILLS OF COMPLAINT AND ANSWERS, 
FOR CASH, 
PER 45, 6d, PAGE, 
A Lower Charge than has hitherto been offered by the Trade. 


Price tf PUT To ACCOUNT, 
10 Copies. 20 Copies. 30 Copies. 
8 pages.........£2 28. 0s. £2 38. Gd. £2 4s. 6d. 


YATES & ALEXANDER, 


Law, PARLIAMENTARY, AND GENERAL PRINTERS, 
7,8, 9, Church Passage, Chancery Lane, E.C. 


LACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coat- 


ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals pos- 
sessing such valuable properties renders it in anpearance and wear equal 


50 ies. 
2 Gn, 6d. 









to Sterling Silver. Fiddle Pattern. Thread, King's. 

£4 fund £n0d £8. @ 
Table Forks, perdoz...... 110 Oandl 18 0 28 0 30 0 
Dessert ditto ..seseceoeee | 0 Oand! 10 0 115 0 220 
Table Spoons ..... - 110 Oandl 18 0 28 0 300 
Dessert ditto ... 1 0 Oand! 10 0 115 0 22 0 
Tea SpOOns ..eeseseseeeee O12 OandO 18 0 13 6 110 6 





Every Article for the Table asin Silver. A Sample Tea Spoon fer’ 
warded on receir* of 20 stamps. 


LOCKS, CANDELABRA, BRONZES, & LAMPS. 
—WILLIAM S. BUKTON invites inspection of his Stock of these, 
dispiayed in two large Show-Rooms. Each article is of guaranteed 
quality, and some are objects of pure Verti, the productions of the first 
manufacturers of Paris, from whom William S. Burton imports them 
direct. 








Clocks from........++00++ suse 78. 6d. to £45 03, Od, 
Candelabra, from . + 13s, 6d. to £16 103. Od. per pair. 
Bronzes from .......00+66+ seeee 188, Od. to £16 16s, Od, 


Lamps, modérateur, from... 6s. 0d.to £9 0s, 0d. 
Pure Colza Oil, 4s. 9d. per Galion. 


ILLIAM §S. BURTON, GENERAL FUR- 
NISHING IRONMONGER, by appointment, to H. R. H. the 
Prince of Wales, sends a CATALOGUE gratis, and post paid. It cdn- 
tains upwards of Six Hundred Illustrations of his unrivalled Stock of 
Sterling Silver and Electro-Plate, Nickle Silver, and Britannia Metal 
Goods, Dish-Covers, Hot-Water Dishes, Stoves, Fenders, Marble Chimney- 
Pieces, Kitchen Ranges, Lamps, Gaseliers, Tea Trays, Urns, and Kettles, 
Clocks, Table Cutlery, Baths, Toilet Ware. Turnery, Iron and Bras> 
Bedsteads, Bedding, Bedroom Cabinet Furniture, &c , with Lists of prices 
and Pians of the Twenty large Show. Rooms, at 39, Oxford-street, W.; 
1, la, 2, 3, ard 4, Newman-street ; 4,5, und 6, Perry’s-place; and.!, New- 
man-yard, London, 


ENDERS, STOVES, FIRE-IRONS, and CHIM- 
NEY-PIECES,—Buyers of the above ure requested, before 

finally deciding, to visit WILLIAM 8. BURTON'S SHOW-ROOMS. 
They contain such an assortment of FENDERS, STOVES, RANGES, 
CHIMNEY-PIECES, FIRE-IRONS, and GENERAL IKON MONGERY 
as cannot be approached elsewher-, either for variety, novelty, beauty of 
design, or exquisiteness of workmanship. Bright Stoves, with ormolu 
orpaments, £3 $s.to £33 10s.; Bronze Fenders, with standards, 7s. to 
£4 198.5; Steel Fenders, £3 3s. to £11; ditto, with rich ormolu orna- 
ments, from £3 3s. to £18; Chimney pieces, from £1 8s. to £100; Fire- 
irons, from, 3s. 34, the set to £4 4s, BURTON and all other PATENT 
STOVES, with radiating hearth-plates. 











April 28, 1866. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 


623 








Degul and General Aife Assmmance Society, 


10, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C. 





Directors. 


AUSTIN, CHARLES, Esq., Q.C. 

BEAUMONT, JAMES, Esq. 

BIGG, EDWARD SMITH, Esq. 

BOLTON, JOHN HENRY, Esq. 

BRODERIP, FRANCIS, Esq. 

BRUCE, The Right Hon. Sir J. L. KNIGHT, Lord Justice. 

CHANNELL, The Hon, Mr. Baron. 

CHICHESTER, J. H. R., Esq. 

COOKSON, WILLIAM STRICKLAND, Esq. 

DUGMORE, WILLIAM, Esq.. Q.C. 

FOLLETT, ROBERT BAYLY, Esq., Taxing Master in 
Chancery. 

FRERE, BARTLE JOHN LAURIE, Esq. 





GOULBURN, Mr. Serjeant, Commissioner in Bankruptcy- 
GREENE, THUMAS WEBB, Esq., Q.C. 

LAMB, GEORGE, Esq. 

LEMAN JAMES, Esq. 

OSBORNE, JOHN, Esq., Q.C. 

PARKER, KENYON &., Esq., Q.C., Examiner in Chancery 
PEMBERTON, EDWARD LEIGH, Esq. 

RIDDELL, Sir WALTER BUCHANAN, Bart. 

ROSE, The Hon. Sir GEORGE. 

SCADDING, EDWIN WARD, Esq. 

SMITH, The Hon. Mr. Justice MONTAGUE, 

TILSON, THOMAS, Esq. 


Solicitors. 
Messrs. DOMVILLE, LAWRENCE, & GRAHAM. 





EXISTING ASSURANCES.....ccocsscssscsesceeeeees £3,540,000 
CORRESPONDING BONUS icssccscssccsesccesccece 425,000 
CLAIMS, &C., PAID iccsccssescsescscrcccesese vee 1,333,000 


INVESTED FUNDS ...cccssicscssccsesssscssccsscsis £1,390,000 
AMMUAT: TROCOMR oc cssicsicccssceséces! stccpedsoae 170,000 
SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL ...ccssssscscsecsesssseeeee 1,000,000 





INCREASINGLY LIBERAL REGULATIONS have, from time to time, been introduced by the Society. The peculiar 
privileges now allowed by its Policies are fully stated in the Prospectus, which, with all other information, will be forwarded on 


application, 


NINE-TENTHS OF THE TOTAL PROFITS are in future to be appropriated to the Assured. The Books will close on 


81st December, 1866, for the next division. 


Applications through Solicitors are invited for advances upon, or purchases of, Life Interests or Reversions, in connection with 


Policies of Assurance to be granted by the Office. 


E. A. NEWTON, Actuary, 





T° TRUSTEES, Insurance Offices, Charitable In- 
3 stitutions, Solicitors, Brokers, and the General Public.—MORT- 
GAGE DEGENTUKES, registered at the Government Office of Land 
Registry, 34, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London, W.C , under the powers of the 
Mortgage Debenture Act, 1865, bearing 44 per cent. interest, are ISSUED 
for the sum of £-0 and upwards, for terms of from one to ten years, and 
transferuble by indorsement. 
The Mortgage Debertures are secured :— 


Ist. By the Deposit with the Registrar, in terms of the Act, of an equal 
aggregate, at least, of mortgages and rent charges upon real property, and 
of securities upon rates and assessments upon the owners and occupiers 
of real property, within the powers of the Act of Parliament. 

2nd. By the of the led capital of £900 000, of the Land 
Securities Company, Limited (the Lord Naas, M.P., President), of which 
£500.000 by the Act is absolutely appropriated as additional security to 
the holders of the Mortgage Debentures. 

In every case a Statutory Declaration under the Act must be made 
and filed at the Office of Land Registry by a surveyor or valuer approved 
by the Government Inclosure Commissioners for England and Wales, 
that the advance made, including ail previous incumbrances, if any, 
does not exceed two thirds of the value of the estate charged. 

Registers of the Mortgages and other Securities, and of the Mortgage 
Debentures, are kept in the office of Land Registry. 

The Registered Mortgage Debentures, of which no over issue is 
possible, are indorsed by the Registrar as conclusive evidence that the 
requirements of the Act of Parliament have been complied with. 

Trustees having a general power to invest trust moneys in or upon the 
security of shares, stock mortgages, bonds, or debentures of companies, 
incorporated by or acting under the authority ot an Act of Parliament, 
are authorised by the 40th section of the Act to invest in the Registered 
Mortgage Debentures. 

Apply to the Hon. WILLIAM NAPIER, Managing Director, Land 
Securities Company (Limited), 3, Parliament-street, London, 8.W. 


STATES AND HOUSES, Country and Town 

Residences, Landed Estates, Investments, Hunting Seats, Fishing 

and Shooting Quarters, Manors, &c.— Mr. JAMES BEAL’S REGIS'ER of 

the above, published on the ist of each month, torwarded per post, or 

may be had on application at the Office, 209, Piceadilly, W.—Particulars 

for + ie should be forwarded not later than the 28th of each 
month. 











BY ROYAL COMMAND. 
METALLIC PEN MAKEk TO THE QUEEN, 
jo GILLOTT respectfully directs the atten- 
tion of the Commercial Public, and of all who use Steel Pens, to 
the incomparable excellence of Is productions, which for Quality of 
ps ag sy Action, ami Great Durability, will ensure universal pre- 
nee 


They can be obtained, retail, of every dealer in the world; wholesale, 
at the Works, Graham-street, Birmingham ; 91, J hn-street, New York ; 
and at 37, Gravechurch-street, London, 





‘| HE LANDS IMPROVEMENT COMPANY 

(incorporated by Special Act of Parliament in 1853), Right Hon. 
Lord Naas, M.P., Chairman.—To Landowners, the Clergy, Estate gents, 
Surveyors, &c., in England and Wales, and in Scotland. The Company 
advances money, unlimited in amount, for the following works of agricul- 
tural improvement, the whole outlay and expense in all cases being liqui- 
dated by a rent-charge for 25 years :— 

1. Drainage. irrigation and warping, embanking, enclosing, clearing 
reclamation, planting for any beneficial purpose engines or machinery for 
drainage or irrigation. 

2. Farm roads, tramways, and railroads for agricultural or farming 


Urposes, 

3. Jetties or landing places on the east coast, or on the banks of navi- 
gable rivers or lakes. ; 

4. The erection of farm houses, labourers’ cottages, and other buildings 
required tor farm purposes, and the improvement of and additions to 
farm houses and other buildings for farm pu 

Landowners assessed under the provisions of any Act of Parliament, 
Royal Charter, or Commission, in respect of any public or general works 
of drainage or other improvements, may borrow their proportionate share 
of the costs, and charge the saine with the expenses of the lands i nproved, 

The Company will also negotiate the rent-charges obtained by Land- 
owners under the Improvement of Land Act, i8»4, in respect uf their 
subscription of shares in a railway or canal company. 

No investigation of title is required, and the Company, being of a strictly 
financial character, do not interfere with the plans and execution of the 
works, which are controlled only by the Government Enclosure Cemmis- 
siuners. 

Apply to the Hon. WILLIAM NAPIER, Managing Director, 3, 
Parliament-street, London, S.W. 


VHE COMPANIES ACT, 1862.—Every requisite 

under the above Act supplied on the shortest notice. The 

BOOKS AND FORMS kept in stock for immediate use. ARTICLES 

OF ASSOCIATION speedily printed in the proper form for registra- 

tion avd distribution. SHARE CEKTIFICATES engraved and printed. 
OFFICIAL SEALS designed and executed. No charge for sketches. 

Asa & FLinT, Stationers, Printers, Engravers, &c., 49, Fleet street, 

London. E.C. (corner of Serjeants’-inn). 


“London Gazette” (published by authority) and London and Country 
Advertisement Office, No, 119, Chancery-iane, Fleet street. 
ENRY GREEN (many years with the late 

Reynell), Advertisement Agent, begs to direct the attention of 
the Legal Protession to he advantages of his long experience of upwards 
of twenty years, in the special insertiva of all pro furma notices, &c., and 
hereby sulicits their continued support.—N &. One copy of advertisement 
only required, and the sirictest care and promptitude assured. 


fin SOLICLTORS, &e., requiring DEED BOXES, 


will find the best-made articie lower than any other house. Lists 











cf Prices and sizes a7 be had gratis cr sent post tree, 
—— & JO) SLACK, 336, Strand, opposite Somerset House, 
z uearly 50 years. Orders edove £2 seat carriage free, 
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NOUR-AND-A-HALF PER CENT. ON FIRST- 
CLASS LANDED SECURITY IN ENGLAND, UNDER ACT OF 
PARLIAMENT. : 

To Trustees, Insurance Offices, Charitable Institutions, Solicitors, 
Brokers, and the general Public. 

Mortgage Debentures, registered at the Government Office of Land 
Registry, 34, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London, W.C., under the powers of the 
Mortgage Debenture Act, 1865, bearing 43 per ‘cent: interest, are issued 
for the sum of £50 and upwards, for terms of from one to ten years and 
transferable by indorsement. 

The Mortgage Debentures are secured : 

ist. By the deposit with the Registrar in terms of the Act, of an equal 
aggregate at least of Mortgages and rent charges upon real property, and 
of securities upon rates and assessments upon the owners and occupiers 
of real property, within the powers of the Act of Parliament. 

2nd. By the guarantee of the uncalled capital of £900,000, ef the Land 
Securities Company, Limited (The Lord Naas, M.P., President) of which 
£500,000 by the Act is absolutely appropriated as additional security to 
the holders of the Mortgage Debentures, 

In every case a Statutory Declaration under the Act must be made 
and filed at the Office of Land Registry by a Surveyor or Valuer ap- 
proved by the Government Inclosure Commissioners for England and 
Wales, that the advance made, including all previous incumbrances, if 
any, does not exceed two-thirds of the Estate charged. 

Registers of the Mortgages and other Securities, and of the Mortgage 
Debentures, are kept in the Office of Land Registry. 

The Registered Mortgage Debentures. of which no over issue is pos- 
sible, are endorsed by the Registrar as conclusive evidence that the 
requirements of the Act of Parliament have been complied with. 

Trustees having a general power to invest Trust Monies in or upon the 
security of Shares, Stock Mortgages, Bonds or Debentures of Companies, 
incorporated by or acting under the authority of an Act of Parliament, 
are authorised by the 40th section of the Act to invest in the Registered 
Mortgage Debentures. 

Ap ly to the Hon. WILLIAM NAPIER, Managing Director, Land 
Securities Company (Limited), 3, Parliament-street, London, S.W. 


ONSERVATIVE LAND SOCIETY.—DEPOSIT 
DEPARTMENT. 

Persons wishing to INVEST in the Conservative Land Society without 
becoming Members thereof, may deposit sums daily at the Norfolk-street, 
Strand, Offices. The present rate of interest is Four per Cent. per annum, 
payable half-yearly. On all deposit accounts not exceeding £100, with- 
drawals will be paid every Wednesday. From £100 to £500 twenty-one 
days, and on larger sums than £500 one month’s notice. Each depositor 
will receive a Deposit Account-book, which must be produced at the 
Office whenever any money is paid in or paid out. Prospectuses sent free 


of charge. 
CHARLES LEWIS GRUNEISEN, Secretary. 
Offices, 33, Norfolk-street, Strand, London, W.C. 


pe at 6 to 7 per CENT. from One 
to Seven Years. 
THE EAST INDIA LAND Cnnate. and FINANCE COMPANY 


(Limite 
Capital (subscribed) £1,000,000. Paid-up £200,000. 
Value of Lands held on Mortgage in India £430,000. 
Cuarrman—John Carrington Palmer, Esq. 

Issues Debentures for £25 and upwards, with Interest thereon at Six 
to Seven per Cent., according to term, payable half-yearly by Coupon, 
secured by Land and House Mortgages as above. 

Invests Money on Mortgage in India to return Seven to Eight per Cent. 
either with or without the guarantee of the Company. 

Receives Money on Deposit at favourable rates. 

Makes Advances on approved Securities. 

No. 5, East India-avenue, London, E.C. 


| eel TURES at 5, 5}, and 6 per Cent. 
CEYLON COMPANY LIMITED. 
SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL £750,000. 
DSRECTORS. 

Chairman—LAWFORD ACLAND, Esq. 

Henry Pelham Duncan James Kay, Esq. 
Stephen P. Kennard, Esq. 
Patrick ¥F. Robertson, Esq., M.P. 
Robert smith, Esq. 











— General 


wary George Gordon, Esq. 
George Ireland, Esq. 





JOHN HARRISON, Secretary. 





MANAGER. 
C. J. BRAINE, Esq. 

The Directors are prepared to ISSUE DEBENTURES on the following 
terms, viz., for | year at 5 per Cent., for 3 years at 54 per Cent., and for 
5 years and upwards at 6 per Cent. per annum. 

Applications for particulars to be made at the Office of the Company, 
No.7, East India-avenue, Leadenhall-street, London, E.C. 
y Order, R, A. CAMERON, Secretary. 
NV ERSEY DOCK ESTATE. -— LOANS OF 
J MONEY. The Mersey Docks and Harbour Board hereby give 
NOTICE that they are willing to receive LOANS OF MONEY on the 
secarity of their Bonds, at the rate of Four Pounds Fifteen Shillings per 
centum per annum interest, for periods of Three, Five, or Seven Years, 
Intere warrants for the whole term, payable half-yearly at the Bankers 
of the Board in Liverpool, or in London, will be issued with each bond, 
Communications to be addressed to George J. Jefferson, Esq., Treasurer. 
Dock-office, Liverpool. 
By order of the Board, 
Dock-office, Liverpool, April 17, 1866, 
¢ tee GENERAL ESTATES COMPANY (Li- 
mited).—The DIRECTORS are PREPARED to ISSUE the 
DEBENTURE BONDS of this Company, bearing interest at 6 per cent. 
per annum, for terms of one, two. three,and five years. Applications to 
addressed to the Secretary, at th « offices of te Company, Lombard 
House, George-yard, Lombard-street . London, E 


by order, 
W. CARPENTER, Secretary. 





OME AND COLONIAL ASSURANCE COM- 
PANY (Limited). 
FIRE, LIFE, AND MARINE. 
Chief Offices—17, LrapENHALL STREET, Lonpon, E.C. 
DigeEcTors. 

ow Patrick Adam, Fsq., M.P. T. W. L. Mackean, Esq. 

*James Anderson, James McMaster, Esq. 
Wm. Frederick Baring, Esq. Brinsley de C. Nixon, Esq. 
Stephen Busk, Esq. Augustus H. a Esq. 
Alexander Fraser, Esq. Felix Prior, E 4. 
Lewis Fraser, Esq. John Swindell, Esq. 























*Duncan James Kay, Esq. Henry Thurburn, Esq. 

James Lyall, *James Wyllie, Esq. 

® Directors of the Marine Department only. 
Fire premiums to 3lst December, 1865, including 
£3,012 7s, 1d. paid for guar £27,748 17 0 

Life premiums to ditto, including £364 Os. 10d. paid for 5 dai 

Fire losses—net —to ditto 10,275 6 2 

The fire losses bear an unusually small proportion to premiums, and 
no claim has yet arisen in the Life Department. 

The net revenue, Fire, Life, and Marine in the year ending 3lst 
December, 1865, was £215,308 12s, 2d 

The balance sheet exhibits a sum of £110,758 Os, 10d. to the credit of 
the general account, in addition to the paid-up and in capital of 
£100,000, THOMAS MILLER, Manager, 

Fire and Life Department. 
Pagal UNION FIRE and LIFE INSURANCE 
COMPANY. 

Chief Offices—126, Cuancery Lane, W.C. 

Capital—ONFE MILLION STERLING, fully subscribed by upwards of 
500 of the leading Members of the Legal Profession. 
The Fire and Life Departments are under one management, but with 
separate Funds and Accounts. 
Chairman—Sir WILLIAM FOSTER, Bart. 
Deputy-Chairman—Mr, Serjeant MANNING, Q.A.8 
The only Law Office in the United Kingdom combining Fire and Life 
Insurance. 
FIRE DEPARTMENT. 

Subscribed Capital £750,000, in addition to the Reserve Fund. 

Insurants will be allowed the full benefit of the Reduction of Duty. 

Claims settled promptly and liberally. 

LIFE DEPARTMENT. 

Subscribed Capital £250,900, in addition to the Reserve Fund. 

A Bonus every five years. ext =e in 1869. At the Division of 
Profits in 1864, the Reversi ted to from 15 to 50 per 
— per annum on the - st Re geo varying with the ages of the 
neured. 

Prospectuses, Forms of Proposal, Reports of the Company’s Progress, 
and every other information, will be forwarded, postage free, on applica- 
tion to any of the Local Directors or Agents of the Company, or to 

FRANK McGEDY, Secretary. 
BONUS YEAR—SPECIAL NOTICE. 
ea MEDICAL, AND GENERAL LIFE 
ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 


EstTaBLisHED 1824, 

The Eighth Bonus will be declared in January, 1867, and all With- 
Profit Policies in force on the 30th June, 1866, will participate, so that 
Persons who complete such Assurances before June 30th next, will share 
in that Division, although one Premium only will have been paid. 

Tables of Rates, and Forms of Proposal, can be obtained of any of the 
Society’s Agents, or of 

GEORGE CUTCLIFFE, Actuary and Secretary. 

13, St. James’s-square, London, 8.W. 


UTUAL LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
39, King-street, Cheapside. 

Invested capital, £554,146. * 

The bonus on policies paid during the past year varied, according to 
standing and age, from £4 to £62 per cent. on the sum assured, the 
average being £41 10s.; that is £141 10s, has been paid on each £100 
assured, taking one policy with another. 

CHARLES INGALL, Actuary. 

The Commission to solicitors is five per Cent. on all New and Renewal 
Premiums. 








Just published, Second Edition, price 3s., 
TAYHE LAW OF TRADE MARKS, with some 
account of its History and Dev t in the Decisions of the 
Courts of Law and Equity. By EDWARD LLOYD, Ta. of Lincoln’s- 
ian, Barrister-at-Law, London. 

‘*Lam indebted to the very valuable little publication of Mr. Lloyd, 
who has collected ali the authorities on this subject.”—V.C. Woop, in 
McAndrew v. Bassett, March 4, 

London: 59, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C. 








In the Press. Second edition, 128, 6d. 
RADY ON FIXTURES AND DILAPIDA. 
TIONS, ECCLESIASTICAL AND LAY. 
Yates & ALEXANDER, Chrurch-passiize, | Chancery-lane. 





In one volume, erown 8vo, price 3s. 


A TREATISE ON. THE ENGLISH LAW OF 
DOMICIL. Dedicated, by permission, to Vice-Chancellor Sir 
Lichard Torin Kindersley. By OLIVER STEPHEN ROUND, Esq., of 
Rincoln’s-inn, Barrister-at-Law. 

London: 59, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn, W.0. 








